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ot the furldament . :

i{ﬂevélapment 3re rooted fn:the G6lonial | .
s era deserves carefulatterition in'the p :

" "Virginia, The shiritof ftbedowy & g_enﬁeieﬂ' imne;eaﬂy_daxs._-,

i ained théhallmark ofthe |,

by mniitment to democratle

S & cial challengeﬁto selecﬁmpc'{lant ares
6r the périod 1763-1783 that will rovide an
( berspective for individu&ls to see new meai
1 arev&nts. The material in thispubnosuon is pmse,uted
¥ ipva biroad context to erahle Americans to. comprehenaihe
/1deds, events, antf persorialities ofthe period. it is oped
thaf tms puhlication wm help to accompllsmms goal.
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role in the winning of Amefican independence. Virginia, the IR
. v L + *. ‘largest and the raost infiijential of.the 13 colonies, led the e )
T *+ _struggle for American independencé and .has'helped-to Sk
. formulate American ideals and to shape our country’ s APPAS % I
’ institutions, "
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developing topics of study’ re]atmg tothe-.. -

) : ) . “~ "American Beyglnuuon and Viiginia’s role in® T

- " g the winning of independence and to help - - .. :

. - ) [;]f; 0.. /H{ ffO/i . students develop deeper‘appreczahon for.’ L

e «... therich heritage'that is theirs as citizens” o

- e .. .. :ofthe Commonwealth. The Virginia~ | ., ¢

L . fraa’:tnon wascreated by responsible men-and-womenwho . -, ' .

o ' believed jn'the inhévent dignity ofsthe.individual, {he role‘of . Lo
LT ". “govérnmient as 4 servant of the people, the valug of freedom, .

N s "+ justice, equality and the concept of “fuid.of law.” These™ *. " . L.

(T .. " idéals and behets remain the halimark of Vltgmta and thé. o .
s A nation' : A Lo D
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e e T Importantebjechves of this pubhcahon are

. ) " To emphasize the study of Virginia history’ durmg the. penod
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151'63 appeareﬂ to stand on the edge of a new
$-The Peace of Paris signed that year
North Amenca

dur%ng iks fong » French and iAdian War (1754-1763). '
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Virginsa’s daturat

enemig$were subdued: the French were

~driven from Canada, the Forks of the Ohio, the lllinois
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_ hountry:apd Louisiana; the Spamsh were forced to give up
““Flerida; and the:Indians, now wi
k~~—~>«:|efeat.ed or bamshed bsyond the Appalachians. Virginians -

ithout any allies, were

were free to continué their; N
remarkable growth ohthe-past 40~ -
-years during which they hadleft
the Tidewater, pushed up th
James, Rappahannock,
Appamattox, and Potomac river
. basins, and joined théusands;of
- Scotch-Irish-and Germans ol
" - "pushing southward out of
Pennsylvania into the Valley of
Virginia. Although they were
¢ alteq temporarily in 1755 when

if

' g ,' Braddock s disastrous defeat in Pennsylvania and the

. % . .- massacre of frontier poinger James Patton at Draper’s
Meadow (Black

sburg) encouraged the Indians {o resist the
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white man’s advance, Virginians eagerly eyed the lands in '_' -
. southwestern Virginia along the Holston, Clinch, and French ==

. : Ny
Lick Rivers and those that lay beyond the mountains along PR Fg § 3.
the Ohio. This territory, from which was carved the stafes of >~ %

;‘ Kentucky and West Virginia, made Virginia, even without

considering her strong claim to all the lands ;\qkrth of the-
. Ohio, the largest of the American colonies.
N Following the end of the French and Indian war,
; Virginians expected to recapture the economic prosperity
o that had been interrupted by the conflict. In 1763, they were
the most affluent and the_ most populous white colonists.
There were at least 350,000 settlers, including 140,000
slaves, in Virginia_Pennsylvania, the next largest colony,
-had 200,000 residents. |f the past was any indication, the
numbers of Virginians surely would multiply. In 1720 there
- were 88,000 colon:sts in Virgimia, 26,000 of whom were black. The years
between 1720 and 1750 had been. very fruitful ones and were to be
remembered as “‘the Golden Age™ of Colonial Virginia. Virginia and
Maryland were ideal colonies for the British. The Chesapeake colonies  , |
produced a raw matenal {tobacco) which the British sold to European -
_customers, and they bought ¥ast quantities of finished products from
craftsmen and manufacturers in the mother country. These were years when
the Enghish mercantile system worked well. There was lax enforcement of
the Navigation Acts, liberal credit from English and Scots merchants,
generous land grants from the crown, a minimum of interference in Virginia's
government, and peace within the empire. Both mother country and colony
~ were happy with the arrangement With peace would come a renewal of
those “'good old .days.” Or so Virginians thought. But.it was not to-be so.
It 1s never possible to return to the status quo ante bellum. it wouid not N
be possible for Great Bnitain to do it in 1763. The British ended the Seven
Years War (the French and Indian War 1756 became a general world war) as
the dominant country in Europe, tnumphant over France in India, the West
Indies, and North America, and owners of Spanish Florida. Yet vnctory had
/M\\;s price and its problems. The wars had to be paid for, a policy for |
N . governing the new terntones had to be formulated, the Indian tribes beyond
Y~ e the Appalachnans had to be pacified and protected, and Britain had to
remain “‘at the ready’ to defend her newly—won posmon of power.
. Neither France, nor Spain, was about to give in asily. The French;
partut:ularly, were awaiting the chance to challenge the British. For that ) .
reason, the Peace of Paris was 6nly a truce in a series of wars which began
in the 1740's and did not end until the defeat of Napoleon-in 1814. The eager
. French support of the Amencan Revolution was based en more than the
atfraction of young anstocrats like Lafayette to the republican idedls of a
war for independence, F rench self-interest and revenge also were heavily '
involved. o
. The foremost task facing Britain was meeting the costs of victory. To -
gam and maintain the new-empire cost great sums of money which the
crown knew it could not extract from British taxpayers already over-
“Burdened wih levies on land, imports, exports, windows, carriages,.
é\deeds newspapers, advertisements, cards and dice, and a hundred

B SN
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other items of d’anlymuse. The land tax, for instance, was 20 percent of
land value. Theke were taxes parliament had levied on residents in Great
Britain but notfn the colonists. Many taxes had been in effect since a
earlier war in the 1740’s (King George's War). With the national debt at
staggering £146,000,000, much of it the re iuit of defending interests in the
New World, and several million pounds owed to American colonies as
reimbursement for maintaining troops during the war, British taxpayers, r\ph
and poar alike, expected relief. In fact, these war debts forced parliament . .
to impose additional taxes in 1763, including a much-despised excise tax on
cider. it 1s hardly surpnising to find most Britons agreed that in the future
the Americans should be responsible for those expenses direc}ly ‘
attributable to maintaining the empire in America. That future ‘Costs were to
‘ be shared seemed politically expedient and the reasonable thing to do.
Every ministry which came to power in Britain after 1763 understood this as
_a national mandate it could not ignore. "L

The Frénch and Indian War produced a rather curious and very
significant by-product. the English litérally rediscovered Ametica and
Virginia. Stnce the late 17th Century there had been very littte personal

. contact between Englishmen in authority and the colony. From 1710 to
1750, the years when all was running so well, the only contact Virginia ha€
with English government was through her royal governor. Most of the other
royal officials in Virgima were Virginians, not Englishmen. And, as events
turned out, even the royal governors were a thin line of communication.

. Governor Alexander Spotswood (1710-1722) became & Virginia planter
rather than go home to Britain, Governor Hugh Drysdale (1 722-1726) died in
Wilhiamsburg, and Governor William Gooch (1727-1749) seweﬁin the
colony for 22 years without once visiting England. Moreover, fewer young
Virginians were going to England for their schooling, preferring to'attend
the College of William and Mary or the recently opened Colfege of New.
Jersey (Princeton). There were, of course, London and Bristol tobacco
merchants who knew Virginia well, but the great increase in Virginia wealth

- after 1720 was partially obscured from-Englishmen because it was the Scots
merchants, not the English, who came to coritrol much of the Chesapeake
tobacco trade. b

English politicians and &itizens alike had a very incomplete
understanding of the gréat strides made by Virginia. They still thought of
Virginians as provincials, struggling in the wilderness, or as impoverished
Scots, Irish, and Germans hiving in the ack-country. Hundreds of English
military officers, many of whom would achieve positions of political .
nfluence 1n the 1760's and 1770's, were surprised 4o find Virginia and other
American colones to be economically-prosperaus, socially mature, and .
attractive places in which to live. Englishman after Englishman wrote about
Virginmians who lived in a.style befitting English country gentry and London

_merchants. Ovet and over again they noted the near absence of poverty, y
even on the frontier. Their discoveries ma{ched English political needs. Not
only&v?/as it necessary for the Americans to:assume a greater share of the
financial burdens, Englishmen now knew they could do it.

These-Englishmen also made another major discovery~the colonies
were violating the English €onstitution. They had grown independent of the
crown and the mother country. They paid little attention to parliamentary
laws and the Navigation Acts, they smuggled extensively and bribed .
custams officials, and they traded with the énemy in wartime. They had
developed political practices which conflicted with the constitution as tie
British knew it. Legislaturesignored the King's instructions, often refused to




. once-powerful Whig pohtical coalition also added to the king's problems.

.governmental program in mind and in a period of peacé. By the 1760's the
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support the war efferts Llntul they had forced concessions from the
governors, and had taken royali and executive prerogatives unto themselves.
Worse yet, royal goverhors like Robert Dinwiddie and Francis Fauquier
y:elded to the derdands of the House of Burgesses and accepted laws
explicitly contrary to their royal instructions. What these Englishmen
drscovered was the collapse of the impenial system as set forth in the
creation of the Board ef Trade i 1696. In its place there had bgen -
substituted, quite unnoticed by, Brnitisibofficials, the House of Burgesses |
which thought of itself as a miniature House of Commons.’ \\
Once the British made the discovery about these constitutional \
chanhges they quite understandably believed such conditions could not be
ignored. Quite understandably, the Virginians were not willing to give up d
nghts and privileges which they believed were theirs, or the semiautonomy\
they had enjoyed the previous 30 years.

The New Generation in Politics: Britain and Virginia

There came to power in the 1760’s an'entirely new political leadership
in England. The most important change was the kingship itself! George I,
who had come.to the throne in 1727, died in 1760 and was succeeded by his
grandson, George lil. Unlike tus grandfather and his great-grandfather,
George | (1715-1727), both of whom were essentially Hanoverians, George
il gloried in the name of Briton™"-and believed it was essential for the king
to be hisown prnime’ mimister and for the king to be active in managing
the crown s pohitical affairs in parhament. Unlike the first two Georges, the
third George could not achieve the political stability which Robert Walpole
and the Duke of Newcastle had imposed on parliament from 1720 to 1754.
It1s well known that George had a congenital disease which pushgd him
into periods of apparent insanity during his long reign (he died in 1820).
Present day medical scholars now believe that this iliness was perhaps
porphynia or some type of metabolic illness, which could now be treated and
controlled by diet and medication. Such illness does not appear to have
been a major factor ih his actions prior to the Revolution, the first
significant attack not occurring until 1788. Instead, the stolid and often
piodding king tended to rely upon men like the unimaginative Lord Bute or
his somewhat stodgy wife, Charlotte of Mecklenberg (for whom two Virginia
counties and the town of Charlottesville are named.) The breakdown of the

About the time George ascended the throne, the English Whigs who
had dominated English polhitics since 1720 fell victim to.their own excesses.
Walpole and Newcastle had controlled and directed parliament and the ,
ministry through the *'judicious” use of patronage and government
contracts and contacts. Nevertheless they had done sdWwith a gonsistent

Whigs had deteriorated into factions quarreling over patronage, spoils, and
contracts. not policy.. They became thoroughly corrupt and interested in
power pnmartly for personal gain. Consequently, the king could not find
anyone whom he could trust who could also provide teadership and hold
together a coahtion capable of doing his business in the House of Commgns.

- -

1 An exgeltent summary of the ways in which the Virginia burgesses and their counterparts

n North®and South Carouna and Georgia quietly gained the upper hand by mid century, .

sea Jack P. Greene, Quest for Power (University of North Carolina Press. Chapel Hill, North  *

Carotina, 1963). , .
. 4.
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He tried Whigs George Grenwslle (1763-1765), Lord Rockinigham (1765-1766),
Lord Chatham, the former Wiliam Pitt (1766-1768), and the Duke of Grafton
(1768-1770). Finally, 1n 1770, he turned to Lord North and the Tories. North
held on until 1782. ' .
What these frequent changes suggest is that at the height of the
\ American cnists 1n the 1760's, when the real seeds of the Rgilolution were
being sown, the instability of the British parliamentary government *
precluded a consistent and rational approach to Amercan problems.
Lacking internal cohesion, the English government could not meet the ",
threat of external division. It also means that the calonists, especially the
Virgtnians, saw parliament as being thoroughly corrupt and the king- .
surrounded by what.even the mild-mannered Edmund Pendleton cqllecf“a
rotten, wicked administration.” Not_ until the eve of independence in 1776
_were Virginmians to think’of George as a tyrant and despot. In fact, he was
neither. He was a dedicated man of limited abilitles in an age demanding
Jgreatness if the separatjon of the American colonies from the empire was
. ~*to have been prevented. Perhaps even greatness could not have
prevented what some haye come to believe was inevitable. (For a
sympathetic study, see George Ill, by John Brooke, Mc@Graw-Hill, New =
York, 1972). - ' . o
. Lgadership also changed-dramatically in Virginia in the 1760's. This . * -
was partially due to changing economic conditions. Prosperity did not
_return as rapidly as expected. The long war probably masked a basic flaw
v . n the Virgima economy which Virginians believed they had salved—they
were too reliant on tobacco. The great Virginia fortunes of the nid-18th N
Century were built on extensive credit from Britain, the efficient operation’
of the mercantile system, the nitiative and enterprise of Scots merchants
who had succeeded in marketing in Europe nearly all the tobacco produced
by tg% new planters in the Piedmont and Northern Neck, and by the )

prudence,af the planters themselves. *
ucia favorable balance of economic factors did not exist in the |
1760's. The European market.could not absorb continuéd annual increases
in the good, cheap tobacco Virgmia,produced. Prices fell. With an _ \
oversupply of tobacco in the marehouses, English and Scots merchants
limited further credit extepsions.and called for repayment of long-
outstanding foaqs. Withifi*Virginia the centers of tobacco production
shifted from the blder, worn-out Tidewater lands to the newer, richer soils
along the Fall Lineson the Piedmont, and in the Northern Neck. A few men
like George Washington switched from tobacco to wheat, corn, barley, and
rye. Most Tidewater planters did not realize fully what was happening to
them, presuming at first that they were just in another swing of the” °
unpredictable tobacco business cycle, and were not caught in a situation
which would b rmanent. Eventually-the total debt of Virginians, most of .
. 1t owned by T;c(ew r planters, to Scots and English merchant houses .

reached £2,000,000, equailing the total private debts of the other 12 colonies.

One other dcornomi¢ factor was apparent to many Virginians—they
were living beyond their means, building fine houses, furnishing them with
exquisite taste, wearing the latest fashions, riding in expensive darriages,
and occastonally over-exténding themselves at the gaming tables and race
courses. Although these personal extravagances added to the debt
structure, they would not Have béen so significant if they had not been
accompanied by a lack of busindiss dbility among some of the younger
Tidewater planters. The sons did\not eem to have inherited the same
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business acumen énd hard- dnvmg business instincts of their fathers and

optimistic that it would continue, that their setbacks were t

porary, and

grandfathers. Havin grown up in a.period of affluence, th?ﬁrere\ eternally
h

their social positions were secure. Like men everywhere w

their private

world begins to break down, they tended to strike out at those closest to

them—the merchants who extended the credit, the tobacco buyers whd

would not pay top priges, and the poljticians in power. It was not’ the best

-of times fér London to be asking some Virgjnians to pay new and quite

‘different taxes.

Had the opposition to taxes been led mainly by those who faced bleak

economit futures or the loss of once-powerful positions and declining

f4ily status, one could agree with those who say that the reaction of .

Virginians to the Currency, Sugar; Stamp, or Tea Acts was pnmanly

economic. However there were many other rising young leaders, families
which had managed their estates, and men who lived within their means;

paid attention to their debts, and resisted credlt éxtensions until their "
tobacco was harvested and cured. They also took violent exception to

, crown and parliamentary solutions to imperial problems. The growing

personal indebtedness caused Virginians to rethink their economlc ties to :
the empire, it did not cause them to seek mdependence in order to avoid |

paying their bills.? .,

to the House of Burgesses and from a few great families to a broad-t
gentry. In the early 18th Century several gréat families directed Virginia
politics. Mostly members of the Governbdr’s Council, they not only wo
power and wealth for themselves, they challenged the power of the roya
governors and managed to defeat or neutralize several strong-willed
governors, including Governor FrancissNicholson (1698-1705) and

Governor Alexander Spotswood. They even ‘converted Spotswood into a

Polttical leadership changed durmg the 18th Century from the councnl |
ased

}
(I

Virginia planter. The council reached its Height of power in the 1720’s|and
then lost its influence as the great planters passed on. Robert “King”[Carter

died in 1732, Commissary James Blair in 1743, William Byrd Il in 1744,
Thomas Lee in 1750, and Lewis Burwell in 1751.0nly Thomas Lee

succegsfully passed on his political position to his heir, Richard Henry Lee.

Unlike his father, Lee achieved his.power in the House of Burgesses.
The day of the House of Burgesses had colne. Its leaderwas Joh
Robinson, of King and Queen County, whose fathgr and uncle had begn

LY

councilors. From the day in 1738 when he became Speaker of the Hquse

and Treasurer of Virginia until his death in 1766, ‘Robinson quietly a
efficiently.built the power and influence of the burgesses. He took as his

watchword the promise of his predecessor as speaker, Sir John Randolph

,to the burgesses: / . \ .

1

’ -

" The Honour of the House of Burqeoses hatH of late been raised hi
than cfm be obssrved in former Times. and l.am persuaded you w

" not sGffer it to be lessened under yoyr Manhgement.,

her
L

| will be wAtchful of your anxlg;es wAthoufjwhich we should be rid

AR

»

2 For ditfering views of the debt situation see Lawrence ..Glpson, The Comlng of the
Revolution (Harper and Row. New York, 1954), 40-54, and Emory G. Evans,.'Planter

indebtedness and the Coming of the Revolution In Vlrglnla. Willlam and Mary Quamriy, .

3rd serles XIX (1962), 511-33. Evans hoids an antl-debt position.
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Robinson never flagged in his devotion to protegting and advancing, the
privileges of the house. : ‘ . ‘ i

Robinson correctly understood the times. By the 1730's the number of
affluent families numbered well over 100 and could no. longer be effectively
represented by the 12-member council, Many burgesses not only were as.
wealthy as councilors, they were their social equals. Quite cornmonly they
were their brothers or nephews. As,the.burgessés gaifled the ascendancy
over the council, the house became, in the words of (yarl Bridenbaugh, “the
tobacco gentry clyb.’ "There sat the new generation gt Randolphs, Harrisons,
Nelsons, Robinsons, and Lees. S SR

There developed around Robinson and his codsin, Attorney-General
Peyton Randolph, a group of like-minded gentry knjown in Virginia politics +
as the Robinson-Randolph Clique.” Mostly planters and burgésses from
the James and York river basins, they included a few of their heirs who had
built substantial plantations on the Piedmont. Their principal riyals had -
been northern Tidewater and Northern Neck planters {ed by Copncilor - T e
Fhomas Lee and then by Richard Henry Lee. Although these rival gentry | ?
groups might compete for choice iands in wastern Virginia and the Chio
Valley ard for royal offices and positions of influence, they did not differ in
potitical philosophy: Nor did they deny house leadership to men ‘with talent.
Unlike their, counterparts in} the House of Commons they didynot differ on )
matters of English policy—pglitical and economic decisions‘were to be
made in Virginia by Virginians and not by royal governors, the Board of
Tradeythe crown, or the English Parliament. Above all it was not to be made

—

* by parliament. They were the parliament for Virginia.

In the 1760's three new groups jomed the prevailing Robinson-Randolph
jeadership. The first was the generation born in the 1730's and 1740’s which
would reach maturity in the 1760's and be waiting to enter the “tobacco .
club” as a matter of birth. The seécond.was a generation of men who had
adhieved wealth and influence, mainly in the Piedmont, whose fathers and

. brothers had not been in the first rank of planter gentry. The third was a new

element—burgesses from recently established frontier counties who had
the ambition, drive,.and determination tQ make good which were

. charactenstics, of the late 17th Century founders of the great families.

Rarely did these men want to overturn the prevailing political teadership, .
- they wanted to join it. The declining fortunes of the Tidewater planiers and ' -
the crises of the 1760's accelerated the rise to power of all three of these  * s
" new elements inthe House of Burgesses. ™ ., ~ - 7 e
. . . h . . J;:; . \-': X ~ ) K¢
The Political Philosophy of birginia. 1763 - Coe

" From that moment-on September 2, 1774,when the \'/irginians~a_pp‘ea'req

. at the First Continental Congress in Philadelphia, and John Adams °

regorded in'tus diary, “The gentiemen from Virginia appear tG be the.most TR
spitited gnd ¢onsistent of any.” until Chief Justige John Marshall died.in

1835, Amenicans marveled at the quality,’quantity, and political brilliance

of this g{eneratnon-‘o{ revolutlo\nary Virg\inians. And we have marveled sin_cg.
[ ~ “xa + .

. A » '\ e .1/- . ‘7' - ' > '
3 Joumal of House of Burgesses, 5 Augugt 1736. . LN
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It was not just the towering national figures fike Patnck Henry, Richard,
Henry Lee, George Washington, Thomas Jefferson, James Madison, Jariés.
Monroe, and John Marshall, or the great state leaders ltke Peyton.Randolph,
Richard Bland, George Wythe, or Edmund Pendleton who astounded
contemporjges. it was the fact that they knew of other men in Virginia as

1

capable—Thomas Nelson, Jr., Benjamin Harrison, Severn Eyre, Francis:
.Lightfoot Lee, John Page, John Bldir, Jr., Robert Carter Nicholas, or OF.
Thomas Walker. T )

The key to the political sagacity of these revolutionary Virginians is
found in the willingness of an elite group of planter gentry to serve _
government and to serve it well and n the acceptance of their leadership
by the rest of the Virgimans. It is found in the enlightened attitudes these
leaders had about their responsibilities as officeholders to the people. it is
found in the day-to-day operations of government in the county and the
Geperal Assémbly not just in the great crises of the Stamp Act, the
Coercive Acts, and Lexington and Concord. Liberty dnd freedom do not

. spring full-blown into life only in times of trial, they are- nurtured carefully
* and often unknowingly over the yeats. They demand, as Jefferson said,
_“eternal vigilance.” Certainly, liberty and freedom wefe not allowed to
atrophy and become weak in colonial Virginia. Instead, it was the English
y . . : 9 N

1
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who had not been,viggfant and.who had allowéd a particularly strong
concept of liberty to'drow strong in Virginians.  * «

, How could a planter ehte become the fount of republicamsm.* First,

the common bond of and and tobacco farming gaye the large and small
planters similar economié interests and a homogeneous society, at least
east of the Blue Ridge Mountains. Second, the less-affluent farmer naturally
elected hls more prosperous neighbors to the House of Burgesses The
poorly run plantation was no recommendation for a public office whose
main«esponstbility was promoting agricultural prosperity. Thjrd, the A
hard-working small farmers lacked the time and money to serve in public
office. Virginia had a long tradition of voluntary service in local government .
and only a small per diem aliowance for attending the House of Burgesses
Finally, social mobiity was fairly fluid in a fast-growing society, and the
standard of liying among the lower classes had improved visibly in
pre-Revolutionary Virginia. The independent farmers and small slaveholders
saw .no reason to oust or destray the power of the larger planters. They
wanted to emulate them and they fully expected to be able to do so.

The liberal humanism of the planter gentry did muchi'to assure the
people that they had little to fear from their “betters.’ The gentry served
because they believed in noblesse oblige—with power and privilege went /
responsibility. Honor, duty, and devotion to pubfic and class interest called
them to office, and they took that call seriously. They alone had the time, the
financial resources, and-the education necessary for public office. As social ~
leaders they were expected to set an example irf manners and public morals, -
to uphold the-church, to be generous with benevolences, to serve with ~
enlightened self-interest, an@p be paragons of duty and dignity. With'a

e

certain amotnt of.condesceas_uoh'énq considerable truth, they thought
cotonial Virdinja would® ill-served if-they refused to lead and government
was run hy those who were less qualified.to fold office. They set a standard
which has remained the benchrark of Virginia political ethics.

. Though they remembered their own injerests, the burgesses-believed ‘

" they were bound to respect and protect those of others. This was a o
.. fundamental part of Virginia public ethics and was one reason for the

absence of extensive palitical corruption. They held that sovereignty was
vested in the people, who delegated certain powers to government. This
they believed long before the Revolution. As early as 1736'SirJohn , o
Randolph re{ninded the burdesses: - oo .- .

. wPre.must conziger ourselves chosén by ati the People senthithar 4 - .
1o tagresenttiiem 4o give their Cansent in the weighliest 9f thew .
»!, Contaens and 1o bind them by Laws which may advance thesr - e
Common Good Hetein they trust you with all that they have glace
- thb groatest Conhidence in your Wisdoms and Diserglions and - ’ .
* * teshify the highest Opinion of your vitue ’
« When Randolph made these remarks, he was telling the butgesses what -
they already knew angd at a ime when there were no pressing public issues. )
It was this abiding interrelationship between electorate and representatives '
which was the strength of the Virginia political system. The gentry extolled.

4Ses D Alan Wililams, The Virginia Gentry and the Democratic Myth." Main Problems in ¢

American History, 3rd. ed. (Dorsay Press: Homewood. lilinois. 1971). 22-36 ¥
s Journal of House of Burgesses. 5 August 1736+ / ..
14 »
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republicanism not only because it seemed thenght and just attitude but | -
also because it worked. . -

The small farmers and slaveholders acted as a restraint upof’any * . ¢
tendengy toward oligarchy which the gentry might have entertained. The ¢
smali farmers were in the majority and they had the right to vote. The
percentage of white males who voted in the 18th Century elections was quite
high. True, the coloniafvoters elected only the burgesses, but that single _
choice was an important guarantee of their rights, since the House of )
Burgesses was the strongest pohtical body in Virginia. Thomas-Jefferson
once remarked that the electioft process itself terided to ehiminate class
conflicts and extremism. the planter aristocrat with no concern for the small
farmer was not apt to be elected, and the man who demagogically courted
the popular vote was ostracized by the gentry. Therefore, the House of
Burgesses became, at the same time, the center of planter rule and of
popular government. . '

The constitutional‘phiiosophy of the House of Burgesses pro¢laimed in -~
~response«o the Grenville revenue program in 1764 was not new. When
Patrick Henry electrified the burgesses with his Stamp Act Resolves in May
1765, he was not setting forth a-new concept of government, he was .
reaffirming, in a most dramatic form, constitutional positions the burgesses
themselves well understood. The burgesses had developed their .
constitutional positions during the 1‘{50'5 in response to a series of minor, A
isolated £venis—royal disallowance, the Pistole Fee Controversy, and the
Two-Penny Aet. - : ..

After ttying for years to codify and reform laws long in use, the General
Assembly in 1748 completed a general revision of the laws. Included in
thése_revisions were several laws already in force and approved by the
crown. The assembly did not include a suspending clayse with these acts,

(holding up their implementation’until the crown had an opportunity to

, approve them). While a suspending clause was supposed to be attached,
the assembly hgd not done so regularly for years and the governors had not
challenged therpi, nor had the crown complaned. In 1752, however, the -
crown disallowdd half-a-dozen laws, claiming.the assembly had intruded -
upon the king'skights and ignored the governor's instructions. Angered, the
assembly protested this “new" behavior by the crown and asserted they .

ber when the king had,. vetoed laws which were of no - .
cpnsequence to thé crown, nor contrary to parliamenjary taw, but which
were of importance to Virginia. Jt was the beginning of a long struggle,

. In 1752 there also ocCurred a second and;more decisive dispute—the P
Pistole Fee Controversy. One of the frequently overlooked evenis iri .
Virginia, this debate between fhe royal governor and theHguse of ..
Burgesses brought forth the classic constitational defense by the house of - -

. its rjght, and its right alone, to tax Virginrans. The burgesses’ powers, as .
proclaimed by Richard Bland, became thefundamental argumentby . ..
Virginians against royal.encroachment upon what they .b_el_le'veq.were their
rights. , ’ > R N ‘ .

Shortly after his arrival in Virginta Governor Robert Di

- )f

8Fora short well written discussion of the election process see Charifs S. Sydnor,
Gentleman Frgeholders. Political Practices. in Washington's Virginla (Uniyersity of North .
Carolina Pr Chapel Hill, North Carolina, 1952), reprinted in pape ac% as Revolutionaries

In the Making: Political /bucum In Washington's Virginia.




$3 50) for appiymg the gmemor s seal to all Ian.d grants The council,
-beliesing this was a routme fee for a service rendered, concurred. The
storm of protest which followed amazed Dinwiddie. The burgesses accused .
Dinwiddie of usurping a right not ﬁoé in order to line his pockets. This was
not a fee. it was a tax, and only the burgesses could imtiate a tax oR-
Virgimans. Dinwiddie denied that the fee was solely for his personal
remuneration. instead, he maintained his aim was to return to the tax rolls
miliions of acres of land withheld by Virginians it order to prevent
coilection of the annual quit-rent on the land which every Virginia landowner
- pad4he crown. In the heated debates which followed, both parties buiit
their cases dround the rnights and privileges each claimed was its own. The
. ultimate.outcome, which resulted in a compromyse by the crown,
. satisfactory to both Dinwiddie and the burgesses, s not as nmportant as the
, constitutional argument put forth by the burgesses. ,
-The house resolutions included rninging phrases which would become
famihar in the 1760's:

4 by Law that they cannot .

¢rty. but by their own .
* ou=-Constituton founded.
:-a y contrary to the Charters .

P

3 0yt Prececessqr s -
ar:_~ nd the Express Grder of his !

hat Pereziter 03y 0 Prstoie shall be deemed a |
y ety R zris and Prioieges @f the People. - , .
i The author of these resoives was Richard Bland, a tough-minded y
-~ burgess from Prince George County, descendant ‘of one of the colony's
oldest fam:ligs. One of the earliest graduates of the Cdilege of William and
Maty to achigve a major position iri the buggesses. he was one gt the most
widely read. He held four beliefs common to the revotutionary generations,
belefs he trans1ated into mayor.works dunng the Plstole Fee Controversy,

the Parsons’ Gause the Stamp Act. and the later reventie crises:
e \:'e"”v! va S0y offhe malura-an gocinnes mos‘ cogenﬂy

N ;‘*‘{; ' ’\-*\p ic . ¢ 3
_ T e sgne 0nV o a0 @tner forms of gdvernment of the Enghsh g,/ ¢
N reett on W oaner e LOTTURtEd MO, orexsens»on wast- A

™. - B q'_) O, ¥ ;K b\é v""qun‘qns
‘r>:; “o ¢ pe-lgety ¢f those umque r-ghis and liberhés \ahxch wyre s
‘“: 1378, ot "‘e "ee n"\ c"a":hman and

-

- % 1~ " .~’¢~C':~, arm fust ice t : ~

. . essay attack.ng the PistoterFee, & Modest and True State af thé Case
. (1753) Only a-pottion survives and is known as A Fragment Agalnst the
-~ Pistole Fee. His underlying principle. one which the British /gnored and )
- Vugxmans never forget, 1s cogently set forth. .
The & cﬂ" ~Cehe Suherts fre 20 s cutoa Dy L3y that they cannot
o Teze .~Faf the oast part of me\r property wighout their own ‘
¢ ConsEht JporthePrnczieoflan the Liberty/and Property of ©
Diegne anA Ras the f8LC Nt rve unde/f a British Government '

‘ . 4 R -
. . -

7Jouma' of House of Burgesses 1752-1758, 143 154'155 . . .

8 Cunton ossiter. Six 'Gharacters in Search of a ﬂapub (Harcourt, Brace and World Ngw ’
York, 1964),/ chap 5. “Richard 8land. the ‘Whig in" Ametica.” 184 g
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Vnrg:mans never dewated from th:s view, - - ' ’ - o
In 1818 John ‘Adamor when asked what was the Revolu;ign rephed
“the Revolution was effected before thesvear commeniced. The Revolution
was i the mmds and hearts of the people .. . This radical change inthe ]
prinCiptes, sentiments, and affections of the people, was the real American - .
Revolutign ” InVirgima! the Revgiution began in the mmds and hearts of L !
the House of Burgesses with the Pistole Fee. Its author was Richard Bland.

., The'third event was the Parsons’ Cause. Thns event reached the peopié’
and in it the people found a spokesman—Patrnick Henry. The Farsons' . ce
Cause was an outgrowth of the Two-Penny Acts. Neatly ail Virginia salarles -, A
and most taxes were pawd in tobacco. rather than specie {hard money) -
Many officials, including the clergy, had theu salanes sety acfs of the y
_assembly at a specified number of pounds of tobacco per year. in.the cage,
of the clergy this was a minimum of 18:000 lbs. per y&ar.ln the 1750s a i
seres of droughts and other, natural disasters brought crep shortages n
some &ess, dgvmg toBacco pnces well beyond normat leyels..lh 1753 and
agah in 1’55 the assembly allowed taxpayers 10 pay | taxes 1n either tobacco
or spece at the rate of two pennies per pound.of tobacco owed. On one
hand Bus seemed emwently. fmr The crop shortages worked a double ,
*penalty on thé plantér—he h',ad httle 1obacco because of the weather, but s
_he was focced 10.pdy his taxes in valuabte tobacco he did not have, On the
other hand the clergy and others protested they received no relief when
tobacto was n'oversupply and the price was low. More importantly, they . el
'had a tontract which had been enacted into Yaw and approved by the king. ...

No assembly could repeal a law approved by the king wnthout hIS app?ovat

-

. R

In 1753 and 1755 the i1ssue faded away. S N
Then in 1758 the assembly passed another Two- Pegmy Q\ct app(ying - *
throughout the cdlony and to all offigials and even to pnvate;debts. ..

Governor Francis Faugquier, although knowing that he could yrot put such a'
law into effect until the king had gwen his. approval, dec:dedy\(; wculd do .
the poltically expedient thing.and stdned the bill. '
Fauquier reckoned vnthout the tenacify &t the clergy fed/by the Ry/

John Camm. a William and Mary college professor and pans pastor. N
Camm. ‘whom Fauquier calied aMan of ABilities bus & Turbufent Man who .
_ . Delights to e i a Flame. later became President of the college. rector of ..

Bratoh Parish Ghuch, and amember of the council. « ; - - .-
” 12 1759 he was determined to recéivg what he. befieved was bis .
. ‘guaranteed salary. Camm believeddhe taw unconstituirenal on two grounds.
. the assembly had passed.a law repealmg.ene already approved by the = *-
king. ant Fauguter had parmitied the law. o go info effect without the JEE
suspending classe pemd taking place At the behést of many Anghcait .- v

.
. Ps

“»

clergy, Camm went to Eng! and Presenting the parsons’ gase fo the Bishop . R
__of tondon. who in turn fo:\van:ied the cese to the Privy Council, Camm . o g
.. succeeded. The kig decldred the tai unconstitutional, - ST / L

< Virginians were outraged. Um’nke the Pistole Fes. which touched most e \ T~

directly she rarger plaptars ‘and the burgésses. the Parsons- Cause eaflamed” -. 7

the entrre foputace Carvm and a hupbet of ciergy;nen sugdincoufttys ©. © . . |~

) courts for back .salary They recewed htug sahsfactuon Several counly .

1 8', | . .




. cotirts wenpso far as to'declare the Two-Penny Act legal despite the king's

.. disaflowange. " -r o L T ot

- Hangqyer County Court took a different tack. There the Rew. James

.. Maury, Jefferson’s fietd schaol teachér and hard-préssed fatherof 11 - 7 .
* i ¢nhidren; sued the vestry of Fredeféksville Parish fof his satary. The' . I

. county.court upheld his right to’sue for claims anidcalled fora jury trial fo *°

. ... setthe damages. lronicaily, one ottie clergymen who Would benefif from v

. ... afavorable yerdistfgr Maury was the Rev. Patrick Henry. ‘Presiding over-- .

.. .. thecounty courton December 1, 1763, was his.brother, dohn Heary. . 2
Defending the pansh yestry was his nephew and namesake, any the son of

.. . *thejustice, Patrick Henry. Manover County was a eenter of Presbyterddnism - e )

_ " andnthe hury boxundgubtediysat men whi already had  dislike for
N Anghican clergymen whose salanes.they were compelisd to p3y but-whoseé -,

S

[ . churchesihgy did nof attend, & 0 o
.- ..~ - Young Patrick Hénry, in tus first pf_o_minent'tria_l,__la-ungtie'd immediately - >
. nfo a scathing attack on the sstablished clerdy, calling them “tapacious” s

) harpies; men who would “snatch from the heartiof théir honest . © 7 -

parishioners his last hee-cake, ffom the widew and her orphan chitdren ~  ° R

their. iast milch cow, the last bed, nay, the last blanket 1ront the_tyin-in

woman,". Having sturined fis audience into silence, Henry tursed his o
«~_.~ anvéctive upon the king. Althouglt the constitutionality of the faw was rict an o
. issue, because the county court had afready decided it wa$ constitutional, ™

s Henry proceeded to exconats the king himself for viotating the English * *
2 -constitution. His-biographer, Rebert Meade, notes: P

. « -

Tl ‘Honry .ns:sted on the relationshup ard reciprocal duties of the King. - .
Ca, T o ama i spbests Agvanting the doctning of John tocke as o
£ 07 T - populared Dy Richard B!and and other colonial leaders. he = .
% . .. rontandedthat-government is a condstional compact. composed ~ T
. ot mutdasiy ‘gependent aareements Qf which the vigtation'by,one -
T . party.dscharged the other. He pravely arguad that the disregard
of the prassing wants of the cofony was "aninstance of royal '+
~usrelg whigh had thus far degsolved the political compact, and o
. ~x 2'r%e pedple at Tberly to consult their wn safety.® =7 el
..~ . The jury retired, and then returned with its verdict—one penny 'damﬁ?es‘ .
_* . for Parson Mdury. Henry had lost the legal case, he had won the battle for ™~
their mipds -and hearts. - . S e T it
«- .- .Out.of the.Parsoris’ Cause in 1763 came four imporiant'developments; " -
the Anglicars ¢lergy suffered an irreparable setback and loss of stitus; the -~
. House of Burges§es now closely scrutinized the instru tions from Xing to
, goxernor, the suspending clause.was seen as a ditect challenge to colofial -
", - Jegisiative nghts, and: Patrick Henry burst forth as the popular spo,k'esma_n'
; for Virginia sights, winning.a seat iy the 1765 election to the House'of . -
... -._'; Burgesses.-in 1763 few people were willing to accept his premise that thé
.. .. king,had been guilty of “royal missylel” 4n adozen years they would. -
- -l-I'hUS,‘by 1763 the fundamental politicat principles which wWould bring
© \urgimato independence alréady had heen proclaimed. They werg ot |
. deyeloped in response ta Brifish actions, but Virginia exfigrierees. They | .

.. " nanenable rights. Within 2 fey months those haflenge’s Winbled fotfh )~ e
s frowyBataln. T o Tl T L T e S D e T A Sy A
. R RO e BT T L . e A e - P .i. v
Bt P A 7 Tt - S N e A . iy
~ A . PN - T, - x.--‘ '-,,0 ar" ‘: » ‘:3_":/— -
4._.'4"".,‘:“".-._'.'.. . . ': . - . v . v
Robert D. Meade, Patrick Henry, Pa}ﬂot In the Making d.ippincott. Philadelphia. A857). 132
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_awaited only the shécitic chatienges befare they would be transformed into e Lo -
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The Rozid to Revolutaon
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1763 1773 SN 51‘5..'::.,
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" The G’renwlle Program, 1763..1765 Syt

n Apnl 1763 Getzrge I had to abandon hIS chlef

e _minister and confidant, the hatedLord Bute, and turn the

government over to George Grénville, leader of the largest

_ .. Whig block in parhament apd Grother-in-law of William Pitt.
. Grenville's strength§ W were his knowledge ‘of trade and public

<" finance;, a penchant for hard,work and admlmstrahve detail,-
a sYstemahc mind, and, in arr-&ra of corrtiption, mtegrlty His
. weaknesses Were a cold personé’;ty and a limited conception

““of'broad political and constitutional js$ues. It was said.that .

Grenyville lost the Ametican eoIQmes becduse he.read the

. dts}jatches from Ar?fgnca and was well acquainted with-the

growing economic miaturation and apparént ability ofthe
cefonies to bear heavier taxes, George i, who disliked

. Grenville: :mmensely, the more so because.he.had Been

forcedto &ccept the W§"ugs. described. him as g man “whose
opinigns are seldom fotmed from any other motives than -

such as may be e)(pected to originate in the mind of & gl’erk =

in acountihg house:” An asfute Gbserver might have,told

. Georg? that with the hatignal debt.at £146,000 éoaapa
. rising, a man wnh the logical mind ofa cointing clerk mlght
be the answer Sfiflit was this logrcal mind whigh. was. /" S

Gréhwﬂe’s undoing.- &S Brmsh hlstona& lan

[ ‘)] iﬁ 1}/’{1\112 ¢ [J \“ Cbnstle notes,all the«v,aﬂoUSpmvsssons

°of the yedrs 176340, 1765 made IR

f’ﬁ l/‘ 33 If/é*é!f UHJ" o . up.@obicak; interlocking system, s
e Uﬂlx 5171‘

;Gng fatal flaw was thak it lacked the .
essemlaebasls ot colomal consent )10
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Thf"ee oVefridmg bolomai problems faced Grenvulle

’ énEW governmental policy for the former French.and

Spanlsh North American territories; a means.to defend.these

. temtones from the avowed intentions of the French and v

Spanish to reestablish control; and a means to pay the costs
of imperial gdvernment and defense f
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- Western Lands and Defense o

L

PR

There was §n immediate need for English government in the former '
English 3nd Frenchdands. Jn October 1763 the Board of Trade proposed,
« and-thie kingun council-established. a temporary program for western
, lands: Under the Proclamation of 1763'a gevérnor-general wouid run Quebec
... ¥ {anattempt to get the Prench colonists to use an elected assembly failed),
the.Franch were confirmed in their land grants, and the Roman Catholic
Church was retamed. East and West Florida became separate colonies In
. .., thedisputed lands beyond the Appalachiansinto which English séttlers
ha,d' moved .as soon as General Forbes occupied Fort@Dudhesne in 1758 and
. . .. where the-Indians under Chief Pontiac were in rebellion against these
¢ ' ungursions, no-Enghish settlers were allowed until permanent treaties could
. be worked-aut with tribes owning the lands.
-.. FHe Grenyule ministry had several aims for its western lands policy. The
_ e Proclamation of 1763 would separate the Indians and whites while
e _..-preventing costly frontier wars. Once contaihed east of the mountains, the
4., colonats would redirectthewr natural expansionist tendencies southward | .
‘.. *I . into the Carolinas, Georgia, and Florida, and northward into Nova 'Scotia.
Strang Enghish colonies in former Spanish and French territories would be o

.. powerful deterrents to future colonial ‘wars. There is no inditation Grenville ~

= beheved the Americans would be more_easHy governed if contained east of

.7 the mountains. His prime aim was orderly, controlled, peaceful, and

" ... inexpensive growth.” ~ : ¢
The Proclamation of 1763 hurt Virginia land speculators more than

.. Individual colonssts. For the Ohio Land Company whose stockholders were

, mostly Northern Neck and Maryland gentry, including the' Washingtons and
Lees, it was a crushing blow to their hopes for_regaining the Forks of the
Ohio and.lands on the southern bank of the Ohio granted to them by the .
crown in 1749, The rival Loyal Land Company led by Speaker Rebinson,

- Attorney-General Randolph, and the Nelsons, lost their claims to the
Greenbrier.regfon, but with less invested, they had less to lose. Also dashed
were the hopes of many French and Indian War veterans who had-s€en ’
paid 1y western: land warrants for their service. Many veterans ignored the
prociamation, ,v?enwyer the mountain’s, squatjed on the lands, and stayed
there with the concurrence of amiable Governor Fauquier. Most Virginians
were hittle injured by the order forthey fit into Grenville's plan for cglonial
growth. The general flow of Virginia rpigration after 1740 was southward ° e
along the Piedmont tnto the Carolinas or southwestward through#he Valley

** . of Virgimia, not north and northwest to the Forks of the Ohio. In"1768 and,
1770 by the treaties of Fort Stanwix (N.Y.) and Fort Loghaber (S.C)) the Six
. Nations and Cherokee Indians gave up theif claims to the Kéntucky country ¢
as-far yest ag the Tennessee River. The Virginian,occupation, led by John |
DonelSon and Danief Boone, quickly moved in through the Cumberland-Gap
Notaumil the Quebec Act of 1774 thwarted their claims to land norh of
the Ofiio did Virginians react strongly against British land policy.

- To defend the new territories and maintain the old, Grenville proposed
retaining 10,000 British troops in America, stationing them mainly in Halifax,
Boston, New York, Philadelphia, and the West Indies from which they could
be moved to trouble spots as needed. The British had learned from the
unprgdictable response by the ¢olonies dGring the French and indian War
and t .nearﬁr disastrous Pontiac Rebellion in early 1763 that the colonigs
would not, or could not, provide cooperatively for their'own defense even in

"
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the face of clear danger. There were too many inter-colonial rivairies and ,
there was stubborn adherence to the English tradition that tocal militia was
not to sérve outside its own jurisdictian or for long periods of time. -
Moreover, the western lands were prumarily an*imperial responsibility.
Thus, the decision was made to station British troops in America."

In April 1765 parliament passed the Quartering Act, similar to one in
England, requiring colonies, if requested, to provide quarters in .ba[racks,
taverns, inns, or empty private buildings. Although the act did not apply
directly to them, Virginians sided with tke hard-hit New Yorkers who
bitterly denounced it as another form of taxatign without representation. So
strong was the reaction in New York that her assembly virtually shut down
. «ather than acquiesce. Finally the New Yorkers gave in, making the N

" Quartering Act to New York what the Stamp Act was to Virginia, a symbol
. of “oppression and slavery.” What parliament could do to ane colpny she

could do to all. .o

’ . ' ©

A New'"Revenue .Program

At the heart of the Grenville progrdm were his financial schemes. The
,program had three parts. 1) to strengthen and enforce existing Acts of .
Trade; 2) to ease inflation and stabilize colonial trade with a upiform
/ crrency act; and 3) to raise additional revenue by applying s mp taxes .
- to the colonies. Even then Grenville expected to raise only aljout one-half .
, the expenses the new empire required. The rest would have to come from
;. British sources. - - i
To close the loopholes in the Navigation Acts and make them profitable,
Grenville submitted the American Revenue Act of 1764, popularly known as
the Sugar Act. Although the sugar trade provisions were the most dramatic
example of a redirection in the Navigation Acts, the American Revenue Act
contained radical departures from past attitudes and practices. Heavy
y duties were applied to foreign goods allowed t6 enter the colonies directly,
including white sugar, Madeira wine, and coffee. Many goods formerly
allowed to enter the colonies directly were placed on the list of-enumerated
articles which must pass through England before being shippéd ta the
colonies. The act, although slightly.reducing the duty on French West_
Indian foreign molasses, contained strict provisions fot its collection
omitted from the laxly enforced Molaéses Act of 1733. The British fleet was
.stationed along the American coast to assist the customs service in :
enforcing the act. A "
) Parliament created a new vice-admiralty court to’sit af Halifax without " .«
ajury as an alternative to the colonial vice-admiralty courts whose jurles
were notoricusly biased against the customs pfficers and whose judges
often were:colonials engaged in illicit trade. . : T
In the Sugar Act, Grenville and parliament took the existing Navigation, ;-
Acts and reasserted parliamentary authority over imperial trade, reaffirmed . v/
the 17th Century colonial philosophy that the colonies existed to promote o /
the welfare of the mother country ahd the enpire, granted trade monopolies /

—_— Y ';\. /v :

* There are those who suggest the troops wers sént to America on a pretext, The ministry,
knowing it could not reduce the army to peacetime ®ize in face of French threats, 4lso

knew there was strong English resentment against “'a standing army” in England. The

colonial condition offered an excuse for retaining the men In arms. See Bernhard .
Knollenberg, Origin of the Amsrican Revolution {New York. 1960), ch(s). 5-9. R
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toﬂB?msh }perchants and manutacturers where r;one existed before,"and
discnminated in favor of onk set of cblonies, the British West Indies, and
gainst another set, the North American colonies. To this was added a new
nnciple—the Navigation Acts should not ogply regulate trade, they should
:produce revénue Cleverly designed within the constitutional system, the
1Sugar Act brought howls of protests from New England and Middle Colony
traders, smugglers and legitimate operators; alike, who had flourished urider
the benevolence of salutary negiect” for thp past half-century. For many
Americans the new act with its favoritism to British'and West Indian
merchants, its use of the navy as law enforcer, and the founding of a
vice-admyralty court injNova Scohia with junsdiction over all America was
an abuse of parhament s'power. As events developed the Sugar Act was a ’
farlure. The old act designed for regulatory purposes, cost approximately
" three {imes as much to enforce as the revenues collected, the.new act,
expected to produce annual revenues of about £100.000, averaged about
. g20.000 in revenues at an annual cest of over £200,000..

The Cyrrency Act of 1764 =+ -

¢

Virgjnians. only indirectly effected by the Sugar Act, were deeply )
effected by the second part of the Grenville program—the Currency Act of
1764.-Duting the French and Indian War Virginia had printed several paper
imoney 1sbues to finance the war and préVide currency in the specie-short
‘colony. The various issugs, eventually totaling over £500,000, circulated for
a fixed nuntber of years and then were to be redeemed upon presentation to
the treasurer, Speaker John Robinson. As the war Ieng?hened and the
number of paper money 1ssues increased, considerable confusion
developed over the amount of money outstanding, the rat‘e of exchange,
and its use as legal tender for personal debts as well as Public taxes.
Aithough backed by the "good will” of tHe General Assembly, this money
(called “‘current money') was discounted when used to pay debts
contracted-in pounds stesling. Although the official exchange rate set by the
assembly was £125, Virginia current morjey equalled £130-£165 per
£100 sterling, averaging £155-£160 in }‘7 3 and early 1764. The citizens

. were compelied by law to acgept inflated Virginia paper currency as legal
tender for debts which they had contracted in pounds sterling. The fiscal
probleris were most critical in Virginia. but they also existed in most
coloniés outside New England whdse colonies parliament restricted under
a currency act in 1751. In response to pleas from London merchants,
Grenville-devised and parliamépt passed the Currency Act of 1764,
prohibiting the 1ssuing.of any more paper money and commanding all
money in circulation to be called in and redeemed. '

The result in Virginia was sheer consternation, especialfy among the
hard-pressed Tidewater planters. In the process of calling in the money a
severe curtgncy shortage developed and some financiakhardship occurred
at the same*time the Stamp Act tooK effect. More significaht thap the
economic impact was the political impact of the Currency Act on Virginia /
politics and the political fortunes of key Virginians. Among the many e
Virginians caughtup in the Currency Act none was more involved than
Speaker John Robinson. At his death in May 1766 an audit reveated massive:
shortages in his treasurer's account books reSulting from heavy loans to
many Tidewater gentry and political associates. The Robihspn scandal
brought about a redistribution of political lead&rship in Virginia and brought

. . .U
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into the leadership circle the Northern Neck and Puedmon('plargters who
formerly were excluded.? ‘ -

The third facet of the Grenville revenue plan was thg infamous Stamp

Act. Grenville and his aides perceived the tax bill as a routine pieée of
legislation which would extend to the colonies a tax Ior:§ used in Britain.
Grenville'announced in March 1764 the ministry’s intention to present to the
commons a stamp tax bill at the February 1765 session of parliament. He «
“hoped that the power and sovereignty of parliament, over every part of the
British-dominions,.for the purpose of raising or collecting any tax, would

not be disputed. That if there was a single man doubted it, he would take

the sense of the House, . . .."Asanother observer put it, “Mr. Grenville
strongly urg’d not only the power but the right of parliament to tax the i
colonys’ and hop'd in Gods Name as his Expression was that none would
dare dispute their Sovereignty.™* The House of Commons, as quick as the
Virginia House of Burgesses to proclaim its sovereignty rose to Grenville's .
bait and declared in a resolution of March 17, 1764 that "toward defending,
protecting, and securing the British colonies and Plantations in America, it
may be proper to charge certain Stamp Duties in the said Colonies and .
Plantations. ., .” In that simple phrase parliament deelared its full :
sovereignty over the colonie_s and from it never retreated. .

Virginia and the Stamp" Act, 1764 S

That Grenville might have hoped that the “‘power and sovereignty of
Parliament . . . would not be disputed™ suggests the degree to which he did
not comprehend 18th Century colonial constitutional developments. Virgimia
reaction was immediate, clear, unequivocal, and illustrative of just how
deeply ingrained were Virginia's constitutional positions about the_limits of
parliamentary authority. In 1759 the General Assembly had elected a joint
committee to correspQnd regularly with its London agent.and to instruct him.
on matters of policy and legislation pending in" England. This committee
was meeting on July 28, 1764, in Williamsburg drafting instructions to agent
Edward Montagu on the Sugar Act when word arrived from Montagu about
the cori:_mons resolution. The Committee of Correspondences reply was
instantaneous; ' ) ) o

’ That gb subjects of the King of great Britain can be justly made *
subservient to Laws without ejther their personatl Consent. or their
Consent by their representatives we take to be the most vital
Principle of the British Constitution. it cannot be denyed that the
Parliament has from Time to Time . . . made such Laws as were

+  thought suthicient to restrain such Trade to what was judg'd its proper
Channe! neither can it be denied that. the Parkament, out the same
Plentitude of its Power, has gong a lttle Step farther and ampo/sed'

. X W )

e ~

‘2 For a favorable and convincing viéw of Virgihia's motives in passing the paper money bills,
see Joseph Emst, “Genesis of the Currency Act of 1764, Virginia Paper Money gnd the
Protection of British Investments;” Wiiliam and Mary Quarterly, 3rd ser., XXil, 3-32, and “The
Robinson Scandal Redivius.” Virginia Magazine of History and Blography, LXXVi), 146-173.
Emst is critical of Roblnson's political use of the funds. For a more chadﬁble view of
binson’s actions, see the outstanding blography by David Mays, Edmund Pendlston
1721-1803 (Harvard Universjfy Press. Cambridge. Mass., 1952), 2 vols. Pendleton was the .

. executor ot.the Robinson estate. - - .

2

'3 Both quotes cited in Edmund and Helen Morgan, The Stamp Act Crisls (Collier Books. '
New York, 1962), 76. This is the standard work on the Stamp Act. .
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some But.es up-n our £xports o
P S Since withing e foregong Part we have received your
fietter of the par! am s Intention tu iay an Inland Duty upon us'gives
us fresh Apprehension of the fatel Cohsequences-that may arise to
Posterity frofr such a precedent . We conceive that.no Man or
Body of Men hoxe.er muasted with power have a Righttodo °
anything that s comtrary 10 Redson and Justice, or that'can tend to
the Destruction of the Constitution * ,

Navigation Acts were acceptable, Stamp Acts were a “Destruction of the

Constitution\”\ .. . : ‘

In May Grenville met with the colonial agents in London and possibly
suggested {his |ntent has been disputed) that a stamp tax might not be
imposed f the colonial legislatures came up with alternative taxes. At least
Montagu thought this js what Grenville.suggested, The Virginia committee
even told Montagu in its July.letter, “if a reasonable apportionm’t be laid.
before the Legislature of this Country, their past Compliance with his
Mayesty's several.Requisitions during the late éxpensive War, leaves no
room to doubt that they will do everyhing that can be reasonably expect
of them."” It made no difference, for even before the agents could receive *
redlies from their various colonies, Grenville had fixéd upon the stamp act
its¢lf This was probably just as well for the Virginians, once they reflected
‘on the requisition scheme, came to believe that taxes imposed by the
Geheral Assembly to.affset a threatened tax by parliament were as
alatable and unconstitutional as a tax passed.by parliament. B
\ On December 18, 1765, the Virginia General Assembly confirmed the
conbtitutional stance taken by its committee in July. Unanimously the
Hoube of Burgesses and the councit sent a polite address to the king, an
shumble memorial to the House of Lords, and a firm remonstrance to the
comrthons. The commons’ resolution of March 17 was against “British  *.
Liberty that Laws imposing Taxes on the People ought not be made Without

-

5

' _the Consent of Representatives chosen by themselves; who at the same

time that they are acquainted with the Circumistances oftheir-Constituents,

. sustain a Proportion of the Burthen laid upon them."$ From this position,

Virginia never retreated.- ) :

By the time parliament took up the Stamp Act in February 1765, the die
was already cast. Members of parliament were autraged bythe
presumptuous claims of the colonial assemblies to sovereignty co-equal
With itself. Only a-few members questioned the wisdom of the act. Issac
Barré won fame as a patriot member of parliament for, his eloquent defense

of the colonies as he called on the Commons o “remember | this Day told

. You so, that same Spirit of Freedom which actuated that people at first, will
accompany.them still.” Yet 2ven Barré would not'deny parliament’s right

. petitions from‘ the cqlonial legislatures and passed the act’into law on -

to pass the tax. The House of Commons refused even to regeive the |

- March 22, 1765." . )

Covering over 28 pages in the statute book, the Stamp Act imposed a

% ‘. :
. “ . ‘ ’ B «

14Virginia‘Magazine of History and Blography, Xil, 10, 13. Comprising the_cofnmittee were
Councilors John Blair,-William Nelson, Thomas Nelson, Jr., Robert Carter, and BuPgesses
P‘.eytori Randolph, George-Wythe, Robert Carter*Nicholas, and Dudley Digges. *

15 Willlam Van Schreevan and Robert Scribner, Revolutionary Virginia: The Road to
independence, Vol. I., Documentary Record {University Press of Virginla: Charlottesville,

. Virginia, 1873), 9-14. This volume contains the main revolutionary statements of the
assembly, conventions, and certaln county, and quasi-legal local gatherlngs,_ 1763-1774
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tax on documents and paper products ranging ffom nearly all court
documents, sshipping papers. and mortgages, deeds, and land patents to
cards, dice. almanacs, and newspapers, including the advertisements in
them. Charges ranged from 3d to 10s, with a few as high as £10, all to be
paid in specie. Vitually no free man in Virginia was left untouched by the
tax.‘Edmund Pendleton, upon hearing of its passage lamented “‘Poor ‘
America.’ .

The law was to become effectrve on November 1, 1765,

“The Stamp Act Resolves, May 1765 - . ‘
That the May 1765 sessron of the Virginia General Assembly became ,
one of the most famous in the state’s history was totally unanticipated by all__
. potitical experts. The only reason Governor Fauquier called the session was -
to amend the frequently revised tobacco planting and mspeotron law. The .
Stamp Act alfeady had been taken care of by the remonstrance in
December. A new issue did develop when Governor Fauquier announced
that all outstanding Virginia paper currency must be redeemed by March
1st, after which it no longer would be legal tender. As the money poured
into the freasurer’s office, it rapidly became apparent what Richard Henry
Lee had sugpected as early as 1763 and what many debt-rrdden Tidewater
* planter- burgesses personally knew—Rabinson was tens of thdysands of
pegnds short in_his accounts. The shortage, which turned ou’utp be
£108,800, derived from the speaker-treasurer’s. habit of léndifg his fellow K amnad
planters tax funds to pay private debts to,British merchants. The speaker,
whom Jelferson called “an gxcellent man, liberal, friendly, and rich;’
had antrc«pated"rmprovement In the economia climate would bring the
money in. Meanwhile he could always rely on his own great private fortune.i
He failed to count on the contrnued«economlc depression, the passage of Y
the Currency Act. or the Iwmg standards of hrs debtors Somethrng had R T
_be done’and quickly. - - : - m,«- S e
While the tobacco revision was workmg |ts way through commrttees. ‘ 1
the speaker and his debtor-burgéss friends devised a public loan office
plan to take up the debts, provide an alternative source for funds, and
‘relieve Robinson of his burden. Such.a plan w0uld have raised the ire of
_Richard Henry Lee, but the burgess from Westmoreland was sitting out this

supposedly ‘short, uneventful meeting.” “He had made a monumental error Y
in 8olmca$ juddment, having appli€d to the crown to be the Stamp Act agent .o
in Virginia. Robinson knew this and quietly warned Lee that he should stay ~

hqeme. Robinson did not.anticipate the uhhkely‘duo whichwould bring . .

down the public loan office. Leading theppposition in the House was* - ,
PatricK Henry, first-term burgess fro’r'n Lou’ga County. Directing his attack .

against favoritism and special interest legislation, Henry, who had .

'developed a thriving fegal trade representing credrtors against debtors, )
ew whereof he spoke when he extlaimed,~’ What , Is it proposed then N

to reclaim the spendthrift from.his dissipation and extravagance by filling ~
his pockets with money?" Robmson had the votes.and carriéd the house,

but lost in the council whose,members drshked all pUb|IC finance schemes. -~
?m_et opponent was Richard Gorbm wealthy, receiver-general of royal

revenues and later Tory. In words.nearly identical to Henry's, Corbin noted,

“To ‘Tax Peopie that are not in Debt to lend to those that are is highly unjust

it is in Fact to tax the honest, frugal, industrious Man, in o. der to encourage

the idle, the profligate, the Extravagant and the Gamestet.” Council )
defeazed_mgloan plan. With the tobacco laws revised and the loan scheme
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dejeated and only routn '[egislatcon in committee, most burgesseg left town

Exactly when or wh Patrick Henry, George Johnston of Fairfax, and “
John Fleming of Cumbetland decided to offer the Stamp Act Resolves is )
lost 1n obscurity. Our sotirces are principally Thomas Jefferson, then a ~

. college student at Wilham and Mary, Paul Carrington, apro-Henry burgess

|
from Charlotte County, and an unknown French travéler who stood with ’
Jefferson-at the house chamber dobrs. Jefferson and Carrington did not l
record their thoughts until.a half-century later, during which the sequence |
of events becafne blurred by time. The Frenchman, who stood with Jefferson
at the house chamber doors, missed the subtleties of the language and #
parhamentary procedure. One thing is clear,—men who heard Patrick Heffy
never forgot the impression he made on them. N
) Governor Fauquier suggested that many burgesses were not satistied -

H

"+ with the remonstrance against the Stamp Act in December. Although he

described-the remonstrance as “very warm and indecent, he told the Board
of Trade the original version was much more inflammatory and its fanguage °
was’ mollified” so thatthe Assembly could convey its opposition to the ’
Stamp Tax withqut giving the “least offense™ to crown and parliament.
Fauquier also observed that economic uncertainti€s.had made Virginians
“uneasy, peevish, and readytg murmur at every Occurrence.” Henry

- suggests that he drew up the.Resolves when he found no one else was

willing {6 do so after hearing of the actual passagde of the Tax Act. .
Whatever the reason, Henry andﬁis associates were ready o abandon the
niceties of formal address and constitutional subtleties and to give
“offense”, especially in view of parliamént's refusal to hearthe -
remoristrance. ' . ' i ‘
~ 'Only 39 of the 118 elected burgesses were sitting on ‘May 29, 1765
when.Patrick Henry introduced and Ggorge Johnston seconded seven
resolutions for consideration by the house. The fg;ét five stated:, |,
- R S D 7 <

LR

» -~ .

- Resowved. Thatthe first Advemw?ﬁ and Settlers-of this-his-Majesty’s
Colony and Dominion brought with them and transmitted fo their
Postenty and all other his,Majesty’s Subjects since inhabiting in this
his Majesty 's'said Colowy. all the Privilegés. Franchises and RS
immunities that have at any time been held, epjoyed. and gossessed’
by the people of Great Britain.” . *. A N
Resolved. That by two royatl Charters granted by King Jarnes*first the
Cotonusts aforesaid are declared intituled to all the Privileges, .~ °
. Libertgs, and immunities of Dentzeng And natural-born Subjects, to
- . ah Intents and.Purposes as if they had been abiding and born within
- the Realm of England. R R oo o
Resolved. That the Taxation of the People by themselvés or by .
_.~ Personschosen by themselves-to represent them, who ¢an only know
% . what Taxesthe People are able to bear. and the easiest Mode of” ]
- rassing them, and are equally. affected by such Taxes Themselves,’is
the distinguwshing Characteristic of British Fréedom and withiout
- whith the ancieat Constitution canriot subsist . - e e
* Resolved. That.lusdajesty’s frege Reople of ihis most aicient et
»  Colony have un teu@edly enjoyéd the Rightofieing thus
- governed by thfir own assembly in the'article of the Taxes and
taternal Police. and thatthe same Rath never been forfeitedorany .~
other way given up but.hath been constantly recognizéd by the - -, 3
Kings and Peopie of Great Britiah. o e nagd v
Resolved, Thereford.that the General Assenibly of thisColany havé’
thé: only-and sofe exclusive Right and Power to fay Taxes and . .

-
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. ©.Impotions upon the Inratitants of this Colony and that every
T Attzmptip vest such Power in any Pefson or Persons whatsoever,
ot4s- than tha Gereral Assembly atoresatd has a manifest -
Terdency to cestroy Britsh as well as American Freedom

There were two other resolves which apparently were defeated during
debate while the house was in dommittee. Thé record i8 not clear. In one
“sense jt makes nq difference. Afl seven were printed and circulated in the
other golonies.and in London ag if they were the official actions of the
- Virginia Housé of Burgesses. They read: -
V/hereds the hororat'e flouse of Comraans sn Engiaéd have of late
» drawn ‘nto question hoyf far the generai assémbly of thus colony hath
power 10 enact laws or laying of taxes and 'mposing duties. payable
by the people of this husjrwajesty § most ancient colony. for settling
1140 ascertanuing the sarje to all future times, the house of burgesses .o
of this bresent general dgsembiy have come to the following resolves: '
‘ Resqived That his majesty"s nege people. the inhabitants of this
coiony? are not bound to yreld obedience to any law br ordinance |
L ~hiacver, designed 10 impose any taxation whatsoever upon them,
cther than the laws or ordinances of the general assembly aforesaid,
. Resoved . That any person who shall by speaking or wniting, assert
T or maintac that any person or personrs. ¢ther than the general.
: assembly of this colony have any right or power t& impose or lay any
- taxation on the people here shall be deemed an enemy to his .
_ majésty’s colony ) i s
‘The first four resolves were straightforward restatements of the
remonstrance. and Bland’s earlier declarations against parliamentary,
.. authority. The fifth went beyond control “yer taxes to exclude all duties,
even navigation duties for regulatory ﬁu?t;oses. The.sixth and seventh were
“‘pure Patrick Henry,” reminiscent of his statements before the Hanover
juryin the Parsons’ Cause, probably treasonoys, certainly incendiary and
» revolutidnary. ) ‘ , : :
Discussion-lasted-all through-the 29th with'the-opposition led by.
: Richard Bland, George Wythe, Peyton Randolgn. Speaker Robinson, and . S

. Benjamin Harrison contending that the time wks ihappropriate for more,
resolutions. Both house and council were alreddy on record against the
Stamp Act which no Virginian wanted. More resolutions were unnecessary,
especially, resolutions which were as inflamniatory as these. Sometime - ,
during these debates the sixth and seventh resolves were eliminated. '
Probably the next day, May 20th, the first four resolves passed by votes of
22-17 with little réal objection to the substance only to the wisdom of more
- resolutions. S - _ _ N
The fifth resolution was another story. The stuinbling block was the
_ phrase “only and sole exclusive Right.and Power tq lay Taxes!" Jefferson
" called the debate “most bloody." Henry, in his will, called them “violent
Debates. Many threats were uttered, and much abuse cast 6if me. .. ." Some
time during the.debates, observers agree, Henry exclaimed the theme of his
immortal phiase: . - . o ya
5 " Tarquin and Gagsar had each his Brutus! Charles the Firsttuis 7
o . " Ctomwéll. and George the Third— Treason” proclaimed Speaker
P ’ ' Robnson—may profit by their Examote. If this be Treason, M’aﬂ(e the
. oo omestofit LT e S P
His spéech may have been einbelehed by time. There can be no et
denying, however, what Jefferspn 40 years later remembered. “Torrents of

*$4bid., 15-18, resolves § and 7 are cited in Meads, Patrick Henry, Patriot in.the Making,
. lt 171. . . ‘ e © e . fe . ‘o.
. 22 ¢ . IR ;
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) sublniwe eloquence from Mr. Henry, backkd by the solid reasoning of
Johnson, prevailed.” P N .
.« The fifth measure carned by'one vot&, 20-19, causing Peyton éandolph
to mutter as he pushed through the door past Jefferson, “by God, | would
-have given 500 guineas for a single yote.”"’ ' i
How had these wo men, Henry and Johnston brought it off. One was
29, the other 65; one was a first-Jime burgess, the other a veteran member
{(Henry was not as unknown as gopular myth would have it. He had been in
Willilamsburg during the debétes over the remonstrarice and had
represented a client in an electipn fraud case before the house,) Fifst, they
 had benefited from the departurp of two-thirds of the burgesses; sdcond,
: there was'the frustration over pprliament’s outright refusal to even read
&hesremonstrance, third, there as the formation, probably byXJohnston,
of a coalition of the younger.geheration of planter-gentry living in the
Piedmont, the ambitious backcbuntry burgesses, and the Northern Neck
fattion led by Francis Lighfoot Lee of Loudoun and Thomas Ludwell Lee of
Stafford; fourth, there was Heqry himself, of whom Jefferson at a time when
he had come to dislike Henry, stili could say “he was the best humoured
man 1n society | almost ever knew, and the greatest orator that ever lived.
Hehad a consumate knowledge of the human hgan, which direct 1o the
effprts of his eloquence enabled him to attain a aegree of popularity with
. the people at large rever perhaps equaled.”® - ,
, With: the five,resolves passed, Henry departegégVilliamsburg. Enough
Tidewater votes were coralled by Robinson and CouncilorPeter Randolph
. the followi}eg\day. the 31st, to rescind and expunge from the record the .
fifth resolve. Much to the chagrin of Fauquier, no attempt was made to
. remove the firstfour. ot
.. .+ As with the sixth and seventh resolves, this last-ditch effort made no,
differencé: The public printer, conservative Joseph Royle of the Virginia‘.
Gazette, refused to publish the resolves at all. What went into print outside
- the-colonies were the four true resolves, plus the three spurious ones, often

made more tadical in tone as they were reprinted. The effect was eléctric.’ ¥
this was the expression of the Virginia House of Burgesses, long thought to
be the most reasoned in its approach to constitutional issues, then a-new
day arrived. No wonder patriots in Philadelphia, Newport, New York,
and Boston shouted with joy when they read them and responded with
equally vigorous statements, although all stopped short of the direct words
of the sixth and seventh resolves. Massachusetts, which for once had e -
lagged behind, called for a Stamp Act Congress to meet inNew York in
October. Virginia did not attend, for Governor Fauquier would not call the
assembly into session to elect representatives. Virginians did not need-to be
there. Everyone knew where they stood. The Stamp Act Congress quickly
picked up the spirit, although hotthe stridenttanguage-of the Henry )
Resolves, and declared all taxes, internai and external, should be repealed. - <
* Too much should it be made of the division between the Henry-
17 A guinea equ led 21 shillings or £525 .Later Jefferson said 100 guineas. Jeftarson's
. conimen Sund In Stan. V. Henkels, “Jeffersori’$ Recollections of Patrick Herniry,”
nia’ u.gnzino' t?le:!ory and Blography, X208V, 385-418." ' . N
rd is sparse-bacause no recorded votes wera kept. so the only known votés fn
Resolves-were: Henry 0f Louisa, Joh/(slon' of Fairtax, John Fleming ol”
ary Blagrave and William-Tayfoy'of Lunenburg, Rabert Munford-and Edmurd
~ Taylor of Mecklenbyrg. and Paul Carmringlon-a d Thopias Reada of-Charlotte. As the twists -
of fate would have it, aff these Counties excep!. Fairfax were named for the Hanoverians. It I
alqost certain the Lee brothers voted “yes”™. ; : . :
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Johnston forces and the Robinson-Randolph-Bland-Wythe group. The 3
division was not one of concern about the goal, but rather the means ta be
"used, to reach the unanimously agreed-upon goal—how to retain rights '

Virginians believed were theirs and which they thought they were about.to
lose. What Henry had done was to imbue “with all the fire of his passion

the protest which the House of Burgesses had ntade in 1764 in rather tame
phraseology. In neither case was there a diffefence of principle, in both, all
the differefice in the world in power and effect.”s .

The effect was permanent. Said Jefferson, *“By these resolutions

Mr. Henry took the fead out of the hands of those (who) had heretoforé |
guided the mqae\eg\i:gs of the House, that is to say, of Pendleton, Wythe,,

pos

Bland, RandolpM\Yicholas. These were honest and able men, who had oy
begun the opposition on the same grounds, but with a moderation more .
adapted to their age and experience. Stibseqtent events favored the bolde?

"spirits of Henry, the Lees, Pages, Mason etc.” And as soon as he could join | ’
them, Jefferson. : ' . : i

> :
The. Stamp Act Tisis: 1765-1766 ‘i

. The Stamp Act'brought violence, rioting, and destruction in Severaj *

colonies. Virginia met the act with rigid hon-compliance, reasonéd

" arguments, “friendly persuasibn;’ non-importation of British goods, and
finally, nullification of the act altogether. Virginians of all ranks united
against the Stamp Act as they were not té unite against any. British action
thereafter No one defended the act. Virginians were aided b\};he complicity
and courage of soft-spoken Governor Francis Fauquier. _ : ’

Enforcing the Stamp Act depended upon having a law to enforce, a .

commissioner to administer it, and stamps to attach to tha documents. .
Colone! George Mercer, prominent planter who had won the commissioner's . .
post from Richard Henry Lee, arrived in Williamsburg from London on, . . .

October 30, 1765. The law Vgas to take effect on November 1. As Mercer's. |
ill-luck would'have it, the Virginia General Court was in session and .
hundreds of citizens were in town, many of them the leading gentry and N
lawyers. Hearing that Mercer had arrived, a crowd quickly gelhﬁered and ’ pu
moved,on the Mercer family residence. Learning of thejr coming, Mercer set £ h
out to meet them. At once they demanded to know whether. or not he would \
resign his post. Mercer pleaded for time and promised an answer before the 0 ~
— law would become effective. With that he went to what is now Mrs.
Christiana Campbell's coffee house where the governor w: }ing._The
crowd followed. After talking with Mercer briefly, the goyermor inyited him
fo the palace and walked-unescorted with Mercer through the'assembled

.~ hunhdreds. Privately to the Board of Trade, Fauquier.remarked that he would Co
have called the crowd a “méb, did | (not) know that it was chiefly if not TR

~ altogether composed of Gentlemen of property in the Colony, some of them e
, " at the Head of their Respective counfies, and Meérchants of the Country, _ o
.. - whether English, Scotch, or Virginia." Mercer, after talking withthe L
' governor, returned to his father’s house ang discussed the situation with
his brothiers. The next morning he found 2,000 Virginians assembled and

awaiting his answer. Concluding it was “an Impossibility to execute the 3
. Act” and *'being obliged to submit to Numbers,' he resigned as e~ :
.. commissioner and wrote Fauqisier that he had no stamwith whichto, . "
. o ) - L |
) —; e :; . . Py . L4 ] .
-3 19 Hamilton J. Egkenrode. Revolution dn-Virginia {New York, 1916').( 2‘2. }' i o BN
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execute the act. With that the crowd carried him off in triumph to the
coffee house. : .
Virgimia developed a clever legal stratagem to allow the tobacco flget
to sail without the requirgd stamps. Here the agreement of governor, gentry,
merchants, and ship capfains was essential. Once Mercer had resigned and , .
stated he had.ffo stampg for the customs office, Councilor Peter Randolph,
in his.capaculy of Syrveyor General of Hi$ Majesty's Customs, declared the . ¢
3 ships coufd sail for£ngland with the stamps on the ships’ manifests. ) a
* Governor Fauquier thgn followed with sealed certificates for'each shi .
capfain attesting to fHis fact and relieving the captains of any responsibility .
~ for non-comphance. With that the tobatco fleet sailed off to England gnd
Scotland. .
" The other Virgifua institution most effected by the tax was the cqurt .
system. The General Court closed. Many county courts did likewise. At the
. suggestion of Rictiard Henry.Lee, the Westmoreland County courton
. September 24, 1765 stated it would not sit again until the Stamp Act was
repealed. Northamipfon County tourt took a radically different appro ch .
proposed by Littigton Eyre and stayed open, declaring the Stamp Act *did
not bind, affect gr concern the inhabitants of this colony, inasmuch as they
' conceive the safhe to be unconstitutional.” The meighboring Eastern Shore
county of Accorhac followed suit. Edmund Pendleton advised James
Madison, Sr., that justices of the peace should serve on the county courts .
and the courts should stay open, for the justices had taken an oath to .
_ uphold the Iaw. Since the Stamp Act was unconstitutional, they would not
. be violating their oaths.if they held court without'the stamp$. ltwasa  ° —.
strange restrycturing of British constituttonal procedure which saw Virgifiia
county courtg and individual justices of the peace declaring the laws of W /¢
. parliament upconstitutional. Nullification of the law wag at hand. -
. Most cunty. courts stayed closed to pursue Lee’s tactics of applying ~ ~
pressure onBritish merchants who needed the ¢ourts to enforce contracts *
~__ and collect debts. By closing the courts’and boycotting British imports, the
Virginians put pressure on the merchants who put préssure on the
government. Asserting pressure in a more direct manner, Lee and his fellow
gentry, and-any.other freeholders who wanted to attend, gathered at :
Leedstowr], Westmorela_nd County, on February 27, 1766 and drew up an™
~associatipn.’ They restated the Stamp Act Resolves and ‘assarted that
shguld anyone coniply with the Stamp Act the “associators—will with the
utniost_ edition cbnvince ali sueh Profligates, that immediaté-danger and”
. disgrace shall attend their prostitute Purpose.” Shb'uld_ any ags’ociator suffer
as a resulfof his action, the dthers pledged “at the utmost risk of‘our Lives <
and Fortyhes to resore such Associate 10 his Liberty.” The next day the c,
associatgrs-crossed over ttie Rappahannock toHobb's Holeand .
~convinged” Tory merchant Arcliibald Ritchie to; forego his announced
- intention to use stamps. A similar association in Norfolk, the Sons of Liberty,
actually tarred and feafhered ship captain wijltiam Smith, fiedHim to a pony b
cart and.dragged:him through Norfolk streets o Market House. Alonig e = *~
. . way bysstanders, including Mayor Maxiinilian Calvert, hedved ipcksand ™ SRR
rotten ggs at the hipless.captain whose fital huriilialiah came wiiern he D

-

was.tg/ssed Ino the harbor beside his'ship.? Smatl wondet ship captaigs did = <7

*

. not sl 16 Virginia.end London rerchants were quickly subintitfing pefitions *.”" " ' T
L against the Stamp.Agt: .. - = - o, 0 . S S S SR S U

~— : R S A
20-The resoluton of the Westmoreland.and Nosthumberland, Sourls, dnd Legdstawn * _ =
Association, andithe Norfotk Sons of Liberfy are found in Van Schrdeven ang Scpibrier, - °

-« Bevoltionsry Virgina, i; 1926, 25-48. " . - - | N Y
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- 8_ peal_ dnd the Bec-taratory Ach 1256 B
. In July, 1766 foe 3 reasons: unrefateli to the Amerrcan crisis, George IH Lt
replaced e G&env.lle -munistry with & new Jmqustry, headed By the Marqurs PR
bt Rockrngham ‘which inclided the.UuEe of NewCastle Henry Conway, and . ...
the Duke of Srafton. Mcssmg #as fhe Old Whugs principal l%%aer Wilhiam. .. §
Putt who' grelerred to pussue his mﬁependent and mercuynal ways. The S
Rockmgha Tministry, most of whose membe¥s.had. disiiked.the Stamp Act
" from the be inning, drew their greatest strength frgm the merchaht ’ Los
communities, By thé time® pathament opened. i December Rockmgham and .
his supporters were’:n agreement—the act must, be repealed But ho.w" The
' vrolenCe arid riots in Boston: and; Newport had raised cries against property
. destriction while the extrenie’ constitutional position attributed to Virgima
' and the Stamp Act Congress thalfenged the very heart of parliament's
" “sovereignty. Pitt hardly helped Rockmgharn by excouatmg Grenville and X

- .

-, exelaiming, I rejoice’that Aterica resisted.” - J A
Pitt did, however, madvertently propose the solutrbn when he concluded )

hrs~denuncratmn by saying: o S .
s 7 e Stamp Act imust: oe rmetxled dbselutely totaily, and-” | .. .
e "ede'e' That . reason. e 1sslghed B2caus? t'%.as foundea on /<
.V "‘”_‘H JUS BIINCE2 AL the s:mgc ame lﬂt ine Aovereign authonty )
SOUTy St rt.»- Jolones i asserted in B+ - rong terms of 1 - e
~q s ’tvm whatsasie That wed r*> onst ther tratis cortnme thewe 33 .
. m’ru-v*sxew AN E) wwn ew*y pc .ef t,hatgoe.yer except tha.l of . -
S, aengtner Money oyt ot thou “o:=<~ s dathaly then ‘cépsent - - \v-'
= pin, followrng the resolutron of the Stamp Act Congress, défined e
) "legrslatron to mean laws governing trade for fegulatlon angd general See s i
governmen;-but not interndl or external taXes. i~ v AR PR CAR
- .By January the clamor for repeal in hnancrallyetncken London rose to
fever pitch, butne solution which adritted that the act was based.on -

“‘erroneous principle” would pass. Fmalty. a Declaratory Act.was passed . .
emﬁodymgttm ambrvalentstatemenuoiheeffectthat.parhament did.have. e s i
the power.] to_make laws binding an.the coloniés “in- -all Cases whatso.ever e s
Thouglt Bitt.ard the colonists interpreted laws to mean everything exgept N
"“laxes, Others mterpreted it to mean taxes, and still others rntergreted it . e .t
fnean mternal but not external taxes. But the ambwalen?, was removed R

‘when Pitt and [sadc Barré soughTtOJemoye the] phrase inalicases ... - . -, .. s
whatsoever"‘to prevent it being used to justify taxes, Theyfailed. Thus,. - .. - .. -
when the Declaratory Act oass,ed,most mefmbers of parliament were .

. convmcecf.lhey kad déclared their authonty to- levyiaxes even tbough lheyn_ . .
had repéaleda spesrfrc 18X the Stamp Tax. :.. .o ™ o "‘,_-_-_‘,:.n"’. .

.. Inthatsame senes\,,debates and those which, followed on repeal o
itself; theidéa grew in the minds of many members that the colomsts.hai Tl Amn
made adistinction between “iateraf” and “external” taxee—the one lemed7 N
on goods and sepvices Lnsrde the colofty and the other levred otitside the ..

colony or before thegows reached the colony, Thefirst might be-the . - RS
_ prerogative_ %, the colonial assembly. the. pther of pquramen‘t, Undoubtedly,, - e
. many séized dpon the distinction betwden “internal-éxternal” as aprinciple _ . .. . ..
they could- accept m the midst of asenéus setback and faijure lf o, they. .
. .‘ . )“ .: - \,‘.'ev o 't-. .:-_'.4 c} ‘.,:'_,,-v R e _4}0. :. ,’_- ~

N . R -f-."\' . . .
“.. c-'--l'- ‘-- . a, R Py . -

2 Cited In' Morgan, Stamp Act, 335. The glscusslon whlch tollows acdegts as convlnclng :

Morgan's contention, pages 155154, thaf tha colonjsts made nodrstlrlc'llor) betwean intarnal .
and external tayes In theory, ofily bemeen taxe:‘in general ancl navlgathntacts for .
regulatory purposes N . - oy
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- - +, were helped along by.a magnificerit présentatjgn;by.B.érijasﬁi\g.ﬁra’r'\klin‘. o
“agent for Penngyivania, who, présénted the cpldnial case 16 thé comimons. S
_ In fus-astute and often clever, way, Frankjindadgéd the interndl-&xtémal . '
.. issue, knowrrig full seil most house iembers would ot accept the idea df =
complete:colomal autonomy o tax matters, #hil& the colomists Would :
accepy.nothing less. He hoped repeal would remoye the immediate: - ST
aifficulty.and pagliament woirld avold the faxation isstie jn thefutfre. fis '~~~ ™
bnnént;presentaﬁon was instruméntal in galiing fepeat of the Stam Agt
_ .. butthe short-term golu';ipn é(égtedigngiferfp_gp{ffuﬁoﬂ??‘ on LN T
+  Nevertheless, repeal was achieved and a collectivé sigh of relief was
heard in L.ondon and in the.colonies, The eotdnists rejoiced intheir victory.
.. Afew'rien hke George Mason read the Declardtory Actang the debates -

"+ . .carefylly ang concluded that ihe act dil not disavoy patliamepf'staxifig:”
power: Unti a specific disciaimes was included, the prableni was pot solved -
. Masqn was particularly-defiant and sarcastic aboti tfie claims by London

..merchants that-théy had been able to gain repeal only. by promising.good . e

[

- .

.- pehavior from the colonies iinthé fature dfdwarritig the Virginians nistte ~ 7" o
. challenge parliament again. In his feply Masor ndgkingly declared: - " T 7
L .sm T ' Ine epshets'of parsisang . Fhid rave begen so’long applied to Gréat T 0T
et T 27 Hrosis and-her colghies, that... . we rarely sed anylhing fromyysay . %70 L0

L e e mde ot ine xder fige BOM theauthpitahive style ofdmastes fae Ly 7
T Y N e N I T S
. Tl We Raie Tinhnité difficutty and 1at\gue.gat you excused #HSONe, o7 o
=meE . pray be-s §hod boy-daethe futut—do what yoly-fopl and glama ="

Vsl L T vaaaad st to.sglinS Them yourogtagtetoh s oo 3 YT 70
L .arknowisggementsdadognaescEnding 578t yau Kéep,vhatigyour”

v zan 7 OWETITand f you sheuld at any bme hereafips. Happen tg trafgsgress., -
. D weyopfiuends o R ATRegTor you andbe SSouity Ior your good

w o i vnee . pdhavious, BUS rs"g-'aas.*"a?éaﬁé‘e}{;hly‘my:.éi-mqn_eveyyb'o'dy ill hate” ™ .o -
e s --vdid 20d say you are a gracaless and undutitul ¢hild: yout parents’, ’
-t e wada masesawt be aoRledloibipyoqseverely ... % . R

- ..., @nd other Virginian did-hot rest until ie-had-challénged-the nofion, =~ """

-

ISRs

“ueh.dispussed 1n parkament by compimons|mémber Soame Jenyng, that the
) colonists, fike al-Bnwshcitizens, '\&érg;fuiqtbally" represénted in pafliament.
. To Richard Bland nothing could Bq more vital to the rights ot Brigish subjects
. =, .. thente:be répresented “directly”’-by those whom they knew and whom they
“ 7. 7 ghose torrepresent thém. In March 1766 he published his magnificent ‘
- .. defenseof Vitgima nights, An inquiry, into the Rights of the British Colonies.  ~ ~
~ e -ieqe - He would not.concede to partiament the notion that the'coloniesand - e
"e . ane.-GOlONISYS were represented “virtually™ in that body just'as the nine out of g
i~ ten Ehghishmen Were who.did not hav¥ the vote, or because members of
commons weére elected from districts in which.they did not Jive or owr’ °
property, or because nearly gvery profession and *“interesty’ be it meréhant,
farmer, west Indian planter, physicians, soldier, clergy, and even afew N
. Americans sat in parliament. The Inquiry was a hard-hitting defense of
~direct representation.” Interlaced with citations to the ancient charters
p’f Virginia were terms of fury—"detestabie Thought}’. “Ungenerous . .
«* Insinuation; ."despicable Opinign;’ “slavery,” "“oppression;’ térms which "
. suggest the. level to which rhetori¢ trad risen even for as, ratiopal 2 man as
the moderate burgess from Prince George County, now grown “foughas -~ "
' whitleather™, with “something of the look.of musty ofd" Parchments which he

[y

fa -"\ L S

« 2ibid, 327-352. e B TR A
23 Robert A. Rutland, ed., Papers of George Mason, 3 vois. (University of North Carolina >
Press: Chapel Hill, North Carolina, 1970), |, 65-73. - . T
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Stili the conservative Sland, who.said things ina most radical way‘ was a e ~

N .among those r‘nesthappy to read Governor Fauqusei's proelamatron of June .
9 1’166 announcrng Bepeat“ .', .- A SR o L
Brrtrsh Polmcs and the Townshend Act, 1766 17?0 TR MO

-« e Tav, ag
[

| the exéhequer, Townshend was one of those junior govérnment officials - R

.. ina fianner whrc’h forthrrghtiy estabhshed _parhamentary SupremaCy,, Inthe _.

4

.".l~

i v ‘.“Fonhe (ul( text.of Blpnd s lnqxum see Van Schreoven and Scﬂbher. Hwoluﬂonlry S -

ST S!even Walsonr»-THE REWN OF Geoass e (Oxford 1960),

" and a better system of_condqcatrng government ‘% On the other hand they

" 1750's he had daveloped a plan toBring the colonies into theck. Oncegwem L J

. . >
f ]

handléth and studreth much. The mqurry was wrdeiy read in Vygrnla and
Engtand and its statement qn d.rect represemanon became the standard
Ameérican defense against'virtual representatron and any half-way . e
fredsyre which would have given the colonies a few séats parhament in
- the tharinet of Seofland or' Wafes.” + ;

" The fluid British polrtlcal'srtuatioq shifted again in July 1 767 The .
coneifiatory, Rockmgham ministry, having brought off the Stamp Act repeal
arrd mogification of the Sugar Act of 1764, could not sustam\nseif in office.
‘Members qf’ both,r:ommons and lords, had fought doggedly againstrepeal .. - + .
and accepfed defeat only aftel cor§rderable patronage pressures fromthe ., : ..
r'mnrstry These ministry 6pponents were determined,to reassert, on the ficst ~ °
“dpportunity, parirament s authoyity over the colqnies, behéving to, delay such
a,confronfation was a-sign of weakness. Withi the Rockingham ministry. ..o
personality conﬂrcts deyeloped whrch eventuaNy brought the mrmsjry to a. Y

3.

_standstili. . ) T enlE
George i correctly percewed that hrs government faced an emergency e,
““In'thi$ crisis he turned fo Pittto lead a new ministry. in ene way the king e

and Pitt were atike. They wére “probably the, anly men in the eighteenth .. P
cenfury to believe absolutely rn (therr) own slo’gan§ about patnotlsm ,purrty, c .

differed as to what these terms mueant. The, intent was. -good, thetiming was.. ,... ..
wrong. Pitt, for reasons still Somewhat obséure, accepzed apeesagéand . . . .
" became Lord Chatham and opened ‘the door to cries of sorfuptron and - . ot
sel!—outby the - Great Commoner.” More sigmficantly, Chatham was &rymg DR
““toJead.a rmni;stry from thé House 6f Lords. He could. noLbrrng rt~oﬂ and %, ", . ..-
sank deeper into that melanchoha which Ieft him mentaﬂy rncapaortated

during much of his, ministry’s shont life:- ..

Amercan affanrs féH into the hapds of the bnlhant egotrstrcai unstable .

and ambrtrous Charles Townshend’, whom Pift called in” as his chancellor of .

w‘llo dutmg the French and Indian War, had discovered the economic .
“tichniess ahd maturity of the colofigs and ther constitutional rebeliausness.. . -... 3. e
_ Re'had opposed repeaf and represented the graduaf infiltration of mipistry S
pbsrtwns by men._who believe the. colonists $hould pay for thewr govemment

. the oppuityrity By Chatharn, he seized it with enthusiasm. That egportunity
came with the huge deficit in Amgrical defenge costs for 1766 and.New . . / . q
York s rntrahsrgen} defidnce of the MutinyAET of 1765 {the Quartering Act. oo NS
. The Revenue'Act of 1767 (the Townshend Act) was a direct challenge . . ., - .
o polomaI self- governmeni and a rue measure of the chancellot’s: .~ . S
lnseﬁsmyify and foliy Cmng fhe éd‘gposed dushncnon“o'etween rmérnal LN R
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and “external” tages, & distinction which he, himself, did not belisve o
existed, Townshend proposed import duties on glass, paints, lead, paper, ¢
and tea, of-which only tea was a potential producer of any real revenue. The
tunds from these import duties were assigned to pay.the saldries 6f colonial
governots and other royal officials and were not for defense expenditures.
Had Townshend calculated a means for arousing the ire offie colonists, he
could not have chosen a better device. It was an injustice that Townshend
died suddenly before he had to wrestlé with the consequence of his actions
_ - By 1769 Chatham finally tealized He could not I6nger-govern and
resigned the government to his-hero-worshipping follower, the Duke of
Grafton, ostensibty, over the decision’of Chatham’s own ministers to dismiss
L. .. General Jeffrey Amherst as tilular governor of-Virginia and ‘replace him with
Norbonne Berkeley, Baron de rBo‘utetourt.“"s Actually, Chatham’s policies in
.. . Europe and Ameyica had been repudiated and “hardliners’* were regaming\
. —power. Grafton managed tb hold on and to do nothing until February 1770
. when the Whig majonty completely fell apart and the,king turned to Lord

) North and the Tories:to-ruri the countsy. o o
. .. Onetesult of ‘this political infighting and personality conflict was
L _support-for the king. Amidst the factionafism,.corruption, and greed,
- ..independent members of parliament saw the crown as the only-means for °,
_« creative, effective Igadership. For that reason George, .after 1770, not only .
, -+ - hada mmiste:,heg;%uld_work_yjth, he had amore tractable parliament aided

"+ . by the.complete dxs;q&egratfon of the Whigs and a hardening attitude toward

‘ _me.Ah?g,ﬁcan§;Th9§ejactiéhs.lgtii:dg_(ed on disloyalty, if hot treason.
7L iVirgiid Boffies, 17884768, 5 . [0 . °
. .' .. . Poltical.leadership in Virginia eiSo underwent a change after 1766.

.. -Unhike Butain, the changes in Virginia Broadened politic leadership to
4 .-mcludethe,new elements. which amnerged during the Stamp Act debates,
... "thelee-Henry group. ]t also brought into power those who were fess fikely
. . tobesahsfied with political addresses and gonstitufional niceties sljould ~ *
~ parliament-pass ipto’law.the powers i claimed in the Declaratory Act.
. ‘w  In-May 1766 Speaket-Treasurer John Robinson diéd. His‘death
.. .o~ *coincided with the murder by his son-in-law, Colonel John Chiswell, of
PRI Robert.Routledge of Cumberland County in atavern fight. Although his
fathef-in-law ard his Rangdolph relatives managed,to gain his release from”
< -._. : ]a) pending tnal, Chiswellbelieved he was going to be convicted if the case

<+ - came totrial and chose suicide to jail. Both events shook the'Robinson-

_-.+ Randolph Jeadership. and the gentcy everywhere. Robitison’s death brought
.Jnto'the;ope;\ the extent of his financial: prablems and persons to whom he
*.had'loaned ‘money.’ : EAN S .

g . » In.1766 Virginians were treated to"arothet.new phenomenon—an open

.~ < andfreg press. From 1732 when Williar Parks ‘set up the Virginia Gazette
_untit 1766 there had been.ofily one paper in the colony. Besides relying .
.+~, 'very héavily upon.the governmeqf, both royal and assembly, for printing
. contracts, the Gazette tended to print only news which would not offgnd.
. After 1766 thére wiere three Virginia Gazettes, being published at
..* ., varioustimesin V\{illiamsburg.by Wiiliam Huntar, William Rind, and

. P .
. . N . V2 . .

. v e . N 3
* : 28 Ibjd. From 1710.t0 1768 the goveraor {or Virginia did not reside in the colony, choosing
tnstead to accapt a fixed salary and.dgreeing.o send In his stead a lieutenant-governor who
-, Jeoactually exercised all the pqwer. This system endad with Amherst ard his: fieuténant
s «sgovemnof, Francly Fauquier, who diéd i Mareh-1768. -
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Alexander Pordie. Tn aggressively seeking subscribers and advertisers in
lieu of government printing contracts the two new papers gave extensive
coverage to the Robinson scandals, the Chiswell murder case, and the
runniag debates between the various candidates for Robinson's offices.
&  Fro™1766 on Virginians had a public forum for political debates in the
v . letters-to-the-editor-columns on British policies and actions. .. .
The immediate resuly,of Robingbii’s death was the divisior of Rgs two
‘offices. After viggrous ce%aigniné previously unknown in Virginia, Peyton
Randolph won out as spéi er over the Lee candidate, Richard Bland.
Robert Carter Nicholas, who had conducted the first newspaper campaign
. in Virginia, was elected treasurer. John Randolph replaced his brother as
attorney-general. Major changes came in the house committees where Lee,
Henry, and friends were placed on the powerful Committee on Elections .
and Privileges. The death of Robinson did not result in an overthrow of the
Tidewater leadership. Virginja leadership has deldom changed in a dramatic
fashion. Instead, the prevailing groups have tended to expand just enough
- to include those who gained political power, but,not those who have
‘demagogically courted it. . v \ L
Lee, with his great planter family tradition, was merely admitted to a
house feadership at a time when mast members were sharing his passionate
v dislike of the Britjsh. Henry won his spurs not before the crowd buton the °
floor of the House of Burgesses. At atimie whep the British were falling into -
greater factionalism, the Virginiars were ‘he'a}lng breachies, The willingness
“of Richard Bland, a cousjn of Peyton Randolph, to run fbr the sﬁ‘e_akership
"/ with Lee-Henry backing i$ ohg examiple of this tr'uth\ : ?
B ) :

"% The Tovinshend Act in Virgiria, 1767-1771

Redction to the Townshend Act was greatest in the northern colonies
which it most directly affectet. Reaetion was sharpest in Massachusetts.
Thete the legislature passed and distributed a circular letter in February .
1768 urging ajl calonies to joi}l in a petition to the king against the intent of
the att—10 make ifie governor and othet, officials financially independent
from the legislatures ever which theyprésided. The sit(iation in
MassaChusetts, as it had in the latter stages of the Stamp Act Crisis, quickly
degenerated into violence, and General Gage had to send British troops to’
. restore order in Boston. , ) T,

. The Virgidia General Assembly was in session when the circular letter
arrived in April 1768. The house formed a.committee-headed by Bland to
L draw up another petition to the king, memorial to the lords, and
o remonstrance to the commons. Moderate in tone, but forceful in defense
of Virginian's rights, the 1767 Remonstrance protested parliament’s
passage of the tax package and pérhaps fnost forcefully denounced . ’
parliament’s action in closing the New York legislature for opposing the :
Mutiny Act, The council concurred in these addresses. Before the assembly
"could move on to bolder adtions, the meeting was prorogued by President
John Blair. The assembly did not meet again until May 1769. In the interim
Lérd Botetoart arrived to replace Fauquigr who had died in March 1768. .
By the time the burgesses reasgé‘mblq‘,d other colonies had-formed
’ 4 ”“"ann-import,atibn agreements and were boycotting Bnitish goods. On May 16
the House of Burgesses adopted resolutions reasserting its, exclusive right .
to levy taxes in Virginia and cor®mning recent parliamentary proposals to . .,
o ‘ .. ,transport colonists accused of treason to.England for trial. George
'”_Wa'shington introduced a non-importation plan devised by Richard Henry
3 } o
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Lee and George Mason. Before the house could act Botetourt dissolved the

assembly. This time most of the house moved up.the street to the Raleigh

Tavern where 89 of them signed a norn-importation association on May 18,

1769. Lee, Mason, and Washington proposed a ban on tobacco exports as

well, but lost. The association called for a-ban on British imports, a reduced
" standard of living to lessen q}e,pende'nce of British crédit, and the purchase
of goods produced in America. Hopefully, the British merchahts again
would bring-pressure on parliament. . .

The association, which was voluntary and lacked enforcement
procedures, was only partially successful in Virginia. A secohd association
was announced 1n May 1770 fellowing repeal of all the Townshend duties
except the tea duty. By late summer the boycott had-collapsed although

_ the associatiorf was not dissolved unti 1771.

Neither 1n Virginia nor the other colonies did the Townshend protests
arouse the passions or unanimity of support generated by the Stamp Act.
The lack of strong reaction may have been the result of a number of factors.
The Townshend duties applied to goods which were less widely used than
those affected by the Stamp Act. The Virginia economy was.still struggling

+ to recover its forward momentum, and the merchants who had to bear the
greatest burden in the boycott were reluctant to protest too strongly. In
addition, the colonists had a feeling the duties would'be repealed. Most
importantly, the imposition of a duty to pay for the governor's salary was
no issue in Virginia where the assembly had given the governor a

{  permanent satary in 1682.

(A 1770 thé duties, except for the Tea Tax, were repealed. George
Mason, Thomgs Nelson, Jr., and Thomas Jefferson lamented the retention
of the Tea Tax as a symbol of British oppression and supported the half-

1ation’_Most Virginians agreed vgith Robert Carter Nicholas’
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The False Interlude. 1770-1773 ' )

The Chesapeake toba¢co economy rebounded sharply up d in the
early 1770's. The recovery from the recession of the 1760's soothed many
ruffled feelings and Virginians were “once more 3 happy people.”
Unfortunately it was a false prosperity. The old economic problems
reappeared in 1773. Overproduction of tobacco, overextension of credit by
British merchants, specufation in lands and tobacco, and inflated prices
caused the tobacco econony to collapse. The crisis first appeared when'
several leading Glasgow mgrchants failed. They were unable to pay their
own creditors and unable té call in money from Virginia. Sevéral large

. London firms followed the Scots into bankruptcy, and a gerieral
retrenchment of tobacco credit followed throughout 1773 and into 1774,

The calm produced by repeal of the duties also was false. There were
many Englishmen whoanderstood the pioblem, Said Edmund Burke, the
most creditable gpponent of the various tax schemes and the most cogent

" defender of tqlonialiliberty in parliament: : . ' <.

LA
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. The Americans NAve Made 1 @07y o 17 nr they Haye maide one,
*ratwa menn to operess thom We have made a scevery or thirk

ae ravesmade.one thatthey intend 1o nise in rebelhon e net us
2o knSw Nt hoy 1o advance they xnow not he s to retreat
: - .
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Lord North put his fmger quarely on the issue as it remained
unresolved after 1770: . s
The language of America s We are not subjects of the king. with
pariidfrent ».e have nothing 1o do .
v Th 1t s the pom at which the factions have been aiming, upon that
thay b2 peer'shaking hanas.

o’

The empire.was being held together by a king. Atfection for the
crown and love for the British constitution as the best government in the
world was the hallmark of Virginia loydlty. Not until the eve of independence
did Virginians come to believe that the. king, himself, had subserted the -

constitution. When they did they could no longer “shake hands:' Only
outside the emplre could the blessings of the true constitution be retained.

In October of 1770, the beloved gavernor, Lord Botetourt died. His -
successor, the Earl of Dyunmore, arrived in July of 1771. 3

. . The Road to Revolution, 1773-1774 -

Virginia tobacco planters and merchants were not alone in their ‘
distress. From India came word of serious, even disastrous, troubles |
plagulng the East India Company. The company not only controlled the .
tea market, it also governed India for the British. Collapse of the company .
would be a major disaster for the crown, company, country, and colony
together. To save the company the North ministry proposed, and parliament
approved, laws to improve compary management, lend it money, lower but
enforce the duty on fea, and grant the company a monopoly on tea sales in
England and America. *

" Reaction in'Virginia was quk and pointed. The Tea Act of 1773
raised two hlghly volatile issues. the right to tax and the granting of a trade
monopoly on tea. In both instances the principle was most bothersome. The
tea tax was small, but as Bland had said of the Pistole Fee, “the question
then 6ught not to be the smallness.of the demand, but the Lawfulness of-it."
. . Asmall tax successtully collected would lead to other levies. Also, a -
successful monopoly of the tea,trade granted to the East india Company
could be followed by similar actions to the detriment of all American traders,
‘merchants, and consumers. The discriminatory uses of both taxing power
« . and the Navigation Acts became pointedly clear in atime of econgmic
decline in which no one was proposing loans and special privilegés for -
Vitginia tobacco planters. Bland.had been right—"LIBERTY, and
PROPERTY are like those precaous Vessels whose soundness is destroyed :
by the least flaw and whose use is los} by the smallest hole.” . X \
*, Virginia was already prepared for mtercoloniataction InJune1772 the”
B tish ship, Gaspee, ran ‘aground while on customs duty in Narragansett
Sound. Rhode Islanders bumed the ship to the water line, jnjuring the, .
captain, in the process. Whern the guilty colonists, who were well- -known /
_members of the Providence community, were not apprehended, a royal
proclamation was issued decreeing trial in England for any of the culprits’
caught and granting use of troops to help apprehend them. A royal -
commission was dispatched to Rhade Island. Such a commission, if once
the precedent was egtablished, could be used against all the co(onies
For a long time Richard Henry Lee had been advocating.an
.intercolonial committee of correspondence. Now the time had come to, act
and for all the colonies to be more alert to these “transgressions™ and
“Intrusions upon justice.” On March 12, 1773 the House of Burgesses, on a
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motion by Dabney Carr, burgess from Albemarle County and brother-in-law
to Jefferson, established a Committee of Correspondence composed of

, Bland, Richard Henry L8e, Henry, Jefferson, Robert Carter Nicholas,

Benjamin Harrison, Edmund Pendleton, Dudley Digges, Catr, and

Archibald Cary to inquire into the Gaspee affair. More importantly, the -

resolution called upon all the other assemblies to *“appoint some person or

persons of their respective bodies to communicate from time to time, with
the-said committee.?” Said an unknown “Gentleman of Distinction”

‘ (probably a Lee).in the Virginia Gazette the following day, “...we are -
endeavoring to bring our Sister Colonies into the strictest Union with us;
that we may resent, in one Body, any Steps that may be taken by
Administration to deprive any one of us the least Particle of our Rights and
Liberties.  Within months every colony had a.committee of correspondence.
And within months the "Administration” would deprive Boston of its rights’
and liberties. ) (?\

Yy

' The Boston Tea Party and the Intolerable Acts

Reaction to the Tea Act wés nearly unanimous. The tax should not be
paid and a boycott on tea imposed. A boycott developed in Virginia. .
Merchants exhausted their stocks and refused to replenish them. Most
Virginians ceased drinking tea. No one, however, was prepared to resort to
violence, so there was little sympathy among Virginians for the destruction
of tea in Boston harbor by a “tribe of indians” on December 16, 1774. Old
colonial friends in England including Burke, Chatham, Rose Fuller, and
" even lsaac Barré were also shocked. .
Parliament saw the issue as ordér, government by law, protection of
private property, and even treason. The long history of riotous actions by
Bostomians was recalled. The commons.decided that the time had come to -
stand firm. Repeal of the Stamp Act and Townshend Duties had not brought
respect for and acceptance of authority. Mason's.*dutiful child” now was to
. be “whipped.” Boston must be brought into line for her obstreperousness.
The response of parliament was slow, measured, and calculated. The
Coercive Acts (the English name, not the colonial) took two.months to pass.
. By these acts: 1) the port of Boston was closed until the destroyed tea was
paid for;.2) the Massachusetts government was radically restructured, the
. governor's powers enhanced, and the town meetings abolished; 3) trials of
»+ English officials accused of felonies could be moved to England; and 4) a
“new Quartering Act applicable to-all colonies went into effect. T
.. At the $ame time, and unconnected with-thte Coercive Act, parliament
rendered its final solution to the westérn land problems by passing the
. .Quebec Act of 1774. Most of the provisions of the Proclamation of 1763
- respecting government were made permanent.’All the land north of the Ohio
was to be in a province governed from Quebec. Lost was the hope of many
Virginia and company spetulators and those in other colonigs as well. Not'
only was the land now in the hands of their former French enemies in
Quebec, but the land would be distributed from London and fall into the K
. hands of Englishmen, not colonials. Coming as it did just after Governor™ .
. Dunroore and Celonel Andrew Lewis and his land-hungry valley frontiersmen
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27 For the tesolution see, Van Schreeven and Scribner, Revo ]u}lonir‘f Virginia, 1, 89 92. Also N
L flota that thig committee consists of men who were on opposite sides of the fehce in the -~
! _ Stamp Act dabate in 1765. . . v
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had driven the Shawnees north of the Ohio in the bloody batﬂe of Pomt
Pleasant (1774) (also called Dunmore's War), the Quebec Act was seen in.,
Virginia as one more act of an oppressive government, onggnore act in
. which the Américans had suffered at the expense of another part of the
empire. That the act was a reasonable solution to a knotty problem was
overlooked.
When the Vimginians talked about the Coerclve Acts, they caIIed them
. the Intolerable Acts and included not just the four Massachuse‘tts laws but
the Quebec Act as well. .-
Word of the Boston Port Bill and the intent of the olher Intolerable .
Acts reached Virginia just as the assembly prepared to meet on May 5,
1774. Public indignation built rapidly even among small planters and farmers
who knew little of the constitutional grievances. They could not understand
” . the “mailed fist” sfance implicit in the acts. With the necessary fegislation
out of the way, the house on May 24, 1774 appealed to the public at large to
send aid to their blockaded fellow-colonists in Boston. They then declared
June 1st, the day the Boston port was to be closed, “‘a day of Public
Fasting, Prayer, and Humiliation.” A sense of inter-dolonial commaraderie
was building. Any reservations Virginians had about the propriety of the Tea
Party was l0st in the furious reaction to the Intolerable Acts. Governor.
Dunmore on May 26 dissolved the assembly for jts action. He could not
prevent ‘the day of tasting and prayer from occurring on June 1st. Nor could
he halt the determined burgesses,
. On May 27th the burgesses reassembled mformally in Raleigh Tavern,
elected Speaker Randolph to be their moderator, and formed an association
which was signed by 89 burgesses. At the urging of Richard Henry Lee, the

. most ardent exponent of mtercolomal action, the burgesses issued a call for ‘

the other colonies to join in a Continéntal Congress. They then agreed to
reassemble in Williamsburg on August 1st to elect and instruct delegates to
the congress and,to formulate plans for a non-importation, non-exportatlon
agreement to bring total pressure on British merchants.

It would be-a-year before Lexington and Concord-and two yeats-before
the Declaration of Independence, but the’ revolution in Virginia had already
begun in the true meaning of John Adams ‘words “'the Revolution was in the
minds and hearts of the people.” After May 17 the center of Virginia

. . government moved from the Genetal Assembly to the Virginia Conventions.
The assembly would meet briefly in June 1775, but the real “mind and heart™
of Virginia would be in the conventIOn

x
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: _ o } s ° By the time members of the convention gathere% ¢
, S Wlillamsburg on August 1 popular opinion for stern action
L}- SN T ;agamst the Coercive Acts was unequivocal. From" ' ~
G .. mi Spotsylvama, Norfaik, Portsmouth, Prince William, Frederick,
PR Y i Dunmore (now Shenandoah), Westmoreland, Prince George,
- Essex, Middlegex—in all, 31 towns and counties, came .
' £ utspoken xesolunons against parliamentary usurpation of
o 1 / 'fn - Vu[gmla rights. Libérally sprinkled
Y e | a * " throughout thi resplves were
Ve T '“ A(/‘ 11 (m“» 1'_‘“‘ sentiments like, “itis the fixed-

- . N1/ . Intention of the Said Ministry to
S U ;‘g’_”‘ Aﬁk“‘# [’( b reduce the Cdlonies to a State of .

I
\ et A=
. .

“b——;v

o faveryl’ n dien 0
C sty }Ilf/“llfl oy ALGT 10 Grtish Pararbenty
EOE }; - ' - “wewilloppdse any such Actswith  _;
- e LGJJ Sc’i 4 {?lﬁ . . urLives and Fortunes)’ "the .o
. . N D AN ! présen Odipus Measures!* oy =
R f{’”b] 7/111 (?\ o “ministerial|Hirelings, and

N Professed Enemies of American
- ; «;' ? ‘Freedom” Thé targets were parliament and the king's .
R, ministers. As yet, few Virginians-were- willing fo believe that =
NG .~ they would nof receive ﬂ{stlce from the king, choosing to
s "belieyé instead.that the king was as much avictimof, = -
T >i parligmént's “corruption” as'were thitoianists.
N BN e unifying theme in the résqlves were calls for < Lo
N “non-importation, non-exportation, apd non-consumption;’ )
C : Halt the rmportatlon of all goods from Bntém exportno v
oL ibbacco or supplies to Britain.and the West Indies, and . !
consume no. European goods, luxuries, and above all no tea
. " . Knowing economic coercion had brought repeal of the
. . - . Stamp Taxand the Townshend Duties, they were certain
: coercion would work: agamst the [ptolerable Acts.® - '

\ THe outpouring of delegates to the non-legal’conveuﬁon, T
A V. _ well over 100 of the 153 delegates gligible to serve, so -
gratified the usually laconic Geoyge Washington fhat he .
. ... =« = noted, *We never before had so full 2 Meefing.of delegates .
. atanyone Time." With enthusiasm the representatives, most * | 1
. L e . of whom had sat as burgesses in May, elected’ Peyton . _

.

28 Copies of the ‘extant county end town regolves with the natnes of many of the slgnen can ) °
be found 1n Van Schreaven and*Scribner, Revolutionary Virginia, |. 168. Thers are known, )
but unraoomw resolvps lrom at least nina more of the 65 Virglnia ]urisdlchons
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Randolph as moderator and issued a calil for a Continental Congress of alt
the colenies to meet in Philadelphia in the fall.

Much more difficult to achieve were tactics and strategies for applylng
economic coercion. While the delegates agreed non-importatiori should be
instituted, they could not easuly agree upon what English and European
. goods should be excluded as luxuries. All did agree that no slaves should
be umported Here the convention went beyond a mese desire to place
economc pressure on British slave traders, their objective was to halt.the
trade altogether. The major stumbling block to agtion was non-exportation ’
of tobacco and non-collection of debts. While most exponénts of non-

"~ exportation and non-collection wanted to break the business links to Britain

and to hasten resolfition of the constitutional impasse, there were some

Virginians who undpubtedly. believed that these measures would.bring them

relief from their creditors. The majornity of the delegates, however, including.

many of the radicak and those most deeply in debt, held it was improper to

refuse to sepd to England tobacco promised to merchants and creditors. . .
Such alactic was a violation of private contract and personal honor. Radical
Thomson Mhson putit sqcc:nctly Common,honesty requ:res t?a,t you pay.

your debts.| . e

Eventublly a series of compronuses was worked out. All |mportat|ons 5
from'Britair| and the West Iindies would cease,oh November 1, 1774,7ll SR
. slave impo ations would cease the same day. no tea would be drunk, and
colonists wpuld wear Amernican manufactured clothes and support American
industnes. |f these measures did not bring reljef and redress of grievances, _
a1l exports pould cease on August 10, 1775. To assure-compliance and 4
enforceme t of these agreements 107 delegates signed the Virginia '
Assoc.ataod bnndmg themselves together in common action. The convention
elected and nstrycted Peyton Randolph, Richard Henry Lee, Washington,

Henry,’ Bland Harrison, and Rendleton “to represent this Colony in general v
' Congress They *hen departed to estabhsh committees and associations in.

every county and Jownan Virginia. Detetmination to aid Massachusetts and ]
a-conviction- thatlf one colony sufferéd, all-suffered, permieated-the : o]
conventlon resolutions. John Adams confided in his dnary on August 23, . :

. saw the Virgnia Papér. The Spmt of the People is prodngnous Thelr
. ReSoluhons arer J

Two-pubhcatijons issued dunng the summer of 1774\c nfirm the degree )

to_which Virginiarls were moving away from Britain foward an autonomous
commonwealth sthtus with the king the only link binding thé colonies tb the_
moth oountry The tirst was a series of Jetters publnshed u’l the . "'
.V’rgmia Gazette (Rind) during"Jure and July signed by a Brmsh American,’
. who later (dentifie himself as Thomson Mason, the Outspoken brother of
Gearge Mason. THe second were notes and resolutions by Thomas
Jefferson, later published and | distributed widely throughout'the colonies
" under the title, A  Sumntary Vigw of the Rights of British America.?

o -

“Thomsen Mason's letters, often ignored in.favor of Jefferson’s - N -
Summary View,are especially intnigwing because they start with a favqnte
Virginia assymption—The British constitution was “the wisest system of -

. teguslahon that ever did, or perhaps ever will, exist,” It prévnded a balance
in ngernment between the crown, the nobitity, and the commons, or as
Mason suggests, it blended the three forms of government, “monarchy,
anstocracy. anddemocracy {each) possessed of Iheur distinct powers,

~ ~

29 Bom are pub..shed A van Schreeven and.Scuibner, Rcvolu;lﬁmry Vlrglnla I. 169 203 and




. »- monarchy tempered the impetudusity of democracy, the moderation of

~— In short, no consttution ever bid so fair for perpetual duration as that of

‘ obe’d?e{ccito the laws of parhiament at all, in fact, to no law passed by that
y st

- T ‘ . -

.
-

_thecked, tempered, and impraved each other. ... The honour of the |

anstocracy checked the ardent aspiring honour of monarchy, and the virtue
of democracy restrained the one, impelled the other, and invigorated-both

England, and none ever half so well déstrved it, since political liberly was _ )
its sole aim, and the general good of mankind the principal object off its
attention.” : , . Bk J

What went wrong according to Mason, was not that a hapless‘king \
ascended the throne, But a corrupt aristocracy had perverted parliament
and parhamentary powers to its own end. Therefore, the colonies gwed no

bod 1607. The people of Virginia should be prepared to defend
themselves and ready'to “unsheath the sword" to show the Engligh
anstocracy they were determined to protect the “few Rights whic still T
remain''land to regain, ‘the many privileges'you‘ have already lost,” With

great coqurage Mason signed his.name to the last letter, in which he
undoubtedly had written treasonbus remarks. It is a measure of the times

that no Yirginian rose to stout “Treason!” in 1774.

Jefferson's more;famous Summary View moved to nearly the same

conclusjon with perhaps even more emotion and rhetoric. Intended to

arouse the conventioh, from which he was absent, the Summary View is
+ -one of Jefferson’s few impassioned pleas, written with fervor in what

Dumas Malone, his distinguished biographer, calls “the white heat of
‘indigngtion against the coercive acts.”® Filled with errors’he would
undoulitedly have corrected if he.had not fallen sick, Jefferson directed  _*
timself toward moral and philosophical arguments. The essential question
was “What was the political relation between us and England?” The '
answef was a voluntary compact entered into between the king and his
_people when they voluntarily left England fér America, a compact which

they had never renounced, but which patliament had broken and the king
had not protected. He denied the authority of parliament even to make laws
for trade-and-navigation and asserted England,was now attempting to take
for 1ts own benefits the fruits of a society wrested from the wilderness by the
amencan colonists. These colonists, having arrived without assistapce,
voluntarnily formed a government based op their own naturaf rights and
were entitled to defend those rights ard that government against the
_-repeatdd incursions of parliament. Then Jefferson touched upon a very
telling pdiht in understanding the radical shift of the colonists in their
altegiance from 1763 to 1775, He noted that while parlidment had passed
taws previously which had threatened liberty, these transgresstons had
‘been few and fdr between. More recently, however, .

.+ «=Sgarcely have our mimds been abile to emerge from the astonishment,
into whish one stroke of parl:amentary thunder had invoived us,~
before another more heavy, and more alarming, is fatlen 6n us.

- Singie acts of tyranny may be ascnbgd to the accidental opinion of
the day. but a senies of oppressions, begun at a distinguishable {an o

. identihable point in time) peniod. and psrsued, unalterably through -

_gvery ckange of mimisters. too plainly prove a deliberate and -

systematical planfor reducing us to slavery. . . :

To Jefferson in 1774 the source c_;;t/hlsconspiracy to reduce the colonies
to s|averywas arliament, tgy 1776 he would.identify the King as being

+
h

N

. % pumas-Matone,|JeNerson the Virginian (LittiaBrown. Boston, 1948). 182. His excefient .
discussion pf the Summary View is on pages 181190, ]
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" Island.” The union of New England and the southern colonies quickly

/

involved as well. ' : S
Too rash, and too radical, for the August convention or even for fhe .
Continental Congress in October 1774, the Summary View would earn.for
Jefferson an intercolonial reputation as a brilliant writer and a foremost
patriot. It was this reputation which resulted in his appointment to the
committee in June 17‘7_6,yvhich drew up a declaration of independence.

Virginia and the First Continental Congress = - . .

On August 30, Washington, Henry, and Pendleton set out from Mount,
Vernon for Philadelphia. There they met thei} feltow Virginians and .

delegates from every colony except Georgialwhose governor had prevented .

that many colonists considered thgm radical| impdisive, and even crude, .
determined to operate behind the scenes, dgferring to the Virginians whom. ’
Adams called “the most spirited and consistent of any delegation:’ They..
were successfyl, for Caesar Rodney of Delaware was soon complaining ..
that “the Bostonians who have been condenjned by many for their violence
are moderate men when compared to Virginia, South Carolina, and Rhode .

the legislature from sending deleg{tes. The assacllusetts men, CONScious

produced the election of Peyton Randolph as speaker of thie convention ..
and alarmed the more conservative members like Joseph, Galloway of
Pennsylvania. . /

Try as they might the members of this first congreés made slow
headway. They knew little of each other and pften spent time defending
their own reputations rather than finding common grounds for action. While
bound together by parliament’s ypvas:on of thewr [ights, they could not move®
forward in unison with.a spegjfi¢ plan to protect those rights. So limited
were their visions by their o L provinciallexperiences that they had to be

. Boundaries of Colonies. The Distjnctions between Virginians,

asked directly by Patrick Henry,r}'where re your Landmarks; your

Pennsylvanians, New Yorkers, arld New Englanders, are no more. | am not
a Virgintan, buf an American!” Géorge Washington in his more plaipr way
did the same thing by talking dbout “‘us™ instead of “‘you.’ /
Then unfounded rumors circulated that Boston had been bgmbarded by
General Thomas Gage. Corfiplacency ended. Congress acted with dispatch
to approve the Suffolk Resolves from Massachusetts. In direct, defiant terms

these Resolves restated the'right% of the Americans in tones familiar to.*

-

Virginians: . ( - 't
A E eann - 2oy o en.
cor et pa oSt Eased of Cortinent, swarming with Midlions, Wil
af e fosuTr 10 e move 30d have their Beingjat the Arbitrary Wil

I Stteoentous e sler they baselyyela to votuntary.Slavery, and s
urar Geraratans st io3a ther Memanes with inzessant |
Exolratons  On maother Hand afese arrest the Hand which would
Crt L PIINRS 0 Postenty will acknow'edge the Virtue which
presee s gheem Age g hapoy T . -

- Slavery, freedom, ha )piness, virlue, liberty. w th.eclarion calls to whi
ry. free PP Iy were ion calls to which

!

\ (‘eantmental Associatidn.patterned after the

) T

the colonials acted and reacted. ) AL , '
When the First Copgress had cémpleted its fedious work on Octoper ,
26, it had adopted mufr of the Virginia Cohwventionproposals. non- | -
importation of British rid West Indian prodlucts would begin on Decel'nber
1, non-exportation, if jecessary, would begin on Septembet 1, 1776, And a
Virgimia Association was urged
for every town and chunty in the colonies ?o assure enforcenient of the
. Toey 38 !
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.~ situation we were at the close of the last war, and our former harmony ill

.‘;}

2

] + ' s ’

‘ .etpbargoeé. Congress prepared an-address to the Britisipeople anda mild-  { *
memorial to the Amencan geople setting forth the history of “‘Parliaméntary |
subjugation.” The_delegatés turned aside as premature Richard Hen .,’Lee's\

: ‘\ call for an independent militia in each colony.

The very conservative nature of the whole révolutionary moveme it -
can be seen in congress’ plea to the British people—*Place us in the%me \’

‘¢
be restored.” They wanted a restoration of rights they thought thiey lor{g had |
held and now had l_ost. To do so, however,.involved a concession of _
parligmentary authority which few in England-were willing to do.', ! . i

* - P '] 1

Great Britain Stiffens T C

- -

Ecqromic coercion through non-importation, non-exportation, and
on-cortsumption was the main weaport of the colonials. it tad worked
efore, {t was nat to work in 1774. There was a growing resentment in
,.Britain against the colonials’ intransjgence. Repeal of the Stamp Act and
the Townshend duties had brought no respect from the colonists and no
-suggegtions about how, to relieve the financial pressures on British
taxpayprs. Whereas parliament had listened to the pleas from gistréésed .
Londoh tobacco merchants arid traders in 1766 and 1770, members of both *
housgs were increasingly of the opinion that the earlier repeals were @
mistake. The basic issue of constitutional supremacy had been avoided.
Now it must be faced. Even béfore the Contiriental Congress had met?&ir}g
George remarked to Lord North, “The die is tast, the Colonies must ejther
submut oritnumph; | do not wish to cotne to severer measures but we must
not retreat.” There is no evidence that British public opinion differed with -
hirm. ‘ . . :
. Most Enghishmen, the king and most members of the commons among
them, considered the raising of independent militia companies in New
England and the enforcement of non-impdttation by the-Virginia Association
to be acts of rebellion. When they learned about the Continental Association
in late 1774, they were convinced sterner meagureswere cyltedfor. Atits
January 1775 session parliament defeated a tate-hour plan of union offered
by:Chatham. This plan wouid have conferred limited dominion status on the
Ametican colonies, reasserted the ndamental power of the crown, and
repealed all the colonial acts passed by patliament after 1763. A similar " |
plan had been offered by Gailoway to the First Continental Congress. Both
failed. Lord North, while sympathefic to pidns for easing tehsions, offered a
plan of reconcihiation by which the cotonists woutd grant annual amounts for”
impenal expenses in lieu of taxes, but ha,kcould\ig‘d no solution which at the

same time did not diminish the authority obparlidmejit br force the colonists
to accept some vague annual levy determined in-Btitain. . . '
_ Believing New England was in a state of rebeflioradd that the
embargoes were acts of treason, parliament in March 1775 passed the
Restraining Act. New England commerce was restricted to Great Britain,
ireland, and the West Indies, excluded from the Nwaﬁsﬁeries.
and barred from coastal irading with other colonies ufitil they ended their
associations and complied with the Boston Port Act.FWhen further testimony:-
demonstrated that Virginia, Soyth Carolina, New Je Y, Penngytvania, and’ " <
Maryland were equally guilty of forming non-imporgation:aseﬁciations. they
were added to the Restraining Act fist. | ' '
- .Simuljaneously, 8ar!iament passed North's plan for reconciliation®

0y .

which embodied the proposal forvremovmg,ag parliamentary taxes if the
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legislatures woutd provl@temative sources of revenue. ]
S > .

barliament debated, events in America taok matters out of fhe

realm of abstract theory and put them into the context of practical
revolutign. . -
‘For|Virginia‘the crucial decisions had been made by the Second

Virginia

Convention meeting on March 20, 1775 at St. John's Church,

Richmond, far from Governor Dunmore’s eyes in Williamsburg. Originally

" called tq hear reports from the delegates to the First Continental Congress,

to elect dalegates to the Second Congress, and to review the operations of

the association..the genvention soon found itself emBroiled in a call by s
Patric nry for sanctioning a Virginia colonial militia independent of the

existifig militfa which wal deemed too reliant on the governor. To Henry the

. Situation was pbvious. Time was fl
in New Engl

d; a fleet was bound for New York; war was inevitable;

Virginia must Ye protected. Rather ingeniously he argued that a well-armed
Virginia militia would eliminate the need for a standing army of British

regulars

in tpe colonies. “A well regulated Militia, comppsed of gentlemen

and yeoman is the only Security of a free Govérnment.” To Bland, Robert

Carter Nicholas, and Edmund Pendleton it was too soon for an armed militia..

SucH an

action would be a diract affront to the king. More to the point, th

were congerned that the colany was yet too unprepared to meet the full ~

force qf British arms which would tertainly be brought.down upon Virginia *
for such

act. -

3 A# with Henry's other great s'péecheé no casrect text remains. There seems littls-doubt . *

an act of rebellion. Time was necessary to prepare for this warkke

- Henry would hear none of it. On March 23+
in pethaps his greatest speech, he swept up’
the reluctant delegates with-his fervent-cry:

Gentiemen may cry, peace, peace,— -
but there is rio peace. The war is,
actually begun! The next gale that
sweeps from the north will bring to

our ears the clash of resounding arms!
Ouy brethren are already insthe field! .-
Why stand wk here idie? Is tife so dear,
or peace so sweet, as t6.be purchased
at the price of chains and slaveny:
Forbid it, Almighty God! { knaw npt -

’

that'ths exact words in the speech were lost aid that as time went on, they were improved,

But the debate over the exact text should not obscure the basic fact that Henry's oratory. . . -
* slirred,men’s hearts with phrases in a manner no_other Vlrginlan. perhaps no othak-

Amerigan,

has ever done. . ™
-5

eeting. Increasing numbers of troops were

what course others may take; but as for- s
nie, Give me Liberty or Giue mi¥ Death.?'’ Y

i
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\ Backed by Jefferson, Thomas Nelson, Jr., and Richard Henry-Lee,
who were determined that Virginia should not be as timid as the Continental
Conhgress had been, Henry carried the day by a close vote. A committee of
12 was elected and included Henry, Lee, Washington, Andrew Lewis of
Botetourt and Adam Stephens of Berkeley, fresh from victories over the
indiaps in Dunmore's War just.g few weeks earlier, William Christian of
Fincastle and Isaac: Zane of Frederick, both experienced Indian fighters,
Jefferson, Nicholas, Bénjamin Harrison, Pendleton, and Lemuel'Riddick \
of Nansemond. '

The committee was a consensus of all opinions. It was a mark of the
Virginia\legistatures, both the burgesses ang the conventions, that once a
decisioh was made, oppositon ceased and the delegates went forward
together. One has to be carefutnot to talk too much about conservatives and

\ radicals. They were all patriots together. The process by which Virginians |
moved ift unison to revolt was summarized by Jefferson:

. Sensibie however of the importance of unanimity among our

. - -wonsttuents, altho we (Jefterson, Henry, Lees, Pages, Masons, etc.)
. . ...o%en wished to have goherfaster. wq slackened our pace. that our -
' ..t -fess avdent colteagues might.keep 133 with us; and they, (Pendietom,
.~ s ' |y TBland \WytRe, Randoipb. etc.) quitkened their gait somewhatibeyond
b

{
'

-~ that winch they prudence mghl-of itsef have advised,'and thus
' ¢ consohidated-the phatdnk whith breast the"power of Britaill. By
, this harmeny of the.bold. it the-cadticus. we advanced with.our
.| .- constulentgin undrAdied mass, aﬁg._\.yi_t;‘x fewer gkantples.of - -
&y atherpartotthe, .« -

RECEE sepa'ranp;} iTozse‘s)-'than-ge{!iaps'%x‘.sle-a’ S
Ce T ST gmoR SN AT e T e R
- i . The comifee Ghiickly went16 work and Futhrized Tormations otat ."*

. least Gne infantry. kompany and one cavaly-troop In each county. Supplies™

) P ~woufd-be fuliyshed as guickly.as possitles Eaéh&émpan&'v{op}ﬂ‘;qnjmén'cgn =k
S e R T N vy 9wt
< - . X Throughioutthe spriig of 1775 Vitgmia S_F.'as‘a'i_i_\(e with signs of rebetlio. oy

.« - County commbteesrand associations coaxed, cajofed, and frequently
\.«/  cgercedgeluctant colpnists; partictfarly the Scots mercha ts,"t& cormply “-*
—? | < -with-nQnumportatian, npn-consumption agreements. Mi_ijtig tropps drilléd,” |

w17 Foften in diserderly fashion with littte hintofbeing a threat jo Brifish = o <
-, ¥ redgoats. Fashfonatle gentry tgok.to wearingthe plaiitcidthes.of | - - i
. . frontiersmen, and shirts emblazoned with the vJérdsf'Libért;;Qy'pe{ath", I
+ were everywhere. Countygoufts.had ceased operations, nearly all'theiy * * . °

justices were now members of the extra-legal conj!

- Yirginia. - ir e T Rt “ - Ot RPN Y

v 4®n Apni 19, 1775, Général Thomas Gage, leamingithatthes. .~ o "

- Massachusetts indepengent miilitiahad armed itselt, marched on known "7 T

: caches of arms and powdet- at. Lexington and.Concord. The poloniabmilitia /2" {0 '
\  under Gaptain John. Parker, warned by Paul.Reyereq and William Dawes; “" " '

+ drove the British regulars from-the two villagesand harrassed them-all the *-~
way back to Boston, The next night, in atotally ane_Fated_incid_eht,‘eb\(e‘r‘r}br .
Dunmose of Virginja.forthe same, reaséns, seizad the.guapowder in the:™> -~
magazine.at Withamsburg. Fighting in Virginia was nawowly avérted when ° - 1

_ - the governor paid.for the powder. Jn Magsachusetts fighting continuedrand. - *

.+ the British were sopn pennéd up-in.BostoR, -

itteds which rilled”  ** < ¢

kY

surroynded by 13,00Q18-armed | -

. but/determined New Englanders. In both pl_aCes'the;‘sityation_wasclear‘ soone
g en h-the colonists wese.armed and prepared to fight'td defend their 1 -~~~
= . ) PR A T =N . - =

\ . 12+ Jetferson’s Recollections:” :00-'401. N SN , TR .
. . ) . . . ’ * : s .
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* and their children to the

. Fighting was averted
- when Henry's troops «

. . ‘e .‘ . 3
‘Srtall wonder then that Lord Bunmore worried over the gunpowder in
the Wmiamsburg'piagazine. On-the gight'cl April 20-21 marines from the .
H. M. S. Magdalerie stealthily carried away the powder. Dunmore coyly

- suggested he had ordered the powder removed for satekeeping to prevent a

rumored slave insurrection. Although.his lame eéxcuse fooled ho one, quiet
d to Williamsburg after a briet flurry of excitement and marches to

the GoveXNgor’s Palace by the Williamsburg independent company. :

The Pdyder Magazine Raid might have come to nothing if word of the
Lexington-CoNngord attacks’had not arrived. This news first reached Virginia
i 9 Gage’s raid on-the Lexington-Cofcord magazines and

Dunmore’s seizury of the Williamsburg powder
seemed too coiricidegntal for Patrick Henry
afd 30Q militiamen from Hanover and °
surfounding counties. Henry, who

always fancied himself a general, led _ -
his men from Newcastle :

on May 2 foward Williamsburg. .
Dunmore sent Lady Dunmore ¢~

H. M. S. Fowey at Yoiktown . =
ahd garrisoned the paldce
in anticipation of attack. e

reached Richard Corbin’s o\ - .
house in King and Queen County and demanded that ‘

" receiyer-general of royal gustoms, was away. Upon hearing about the |

t

" “Assembly ended with th

Cortiiz's wife pay for the powder from her husband’s funds. Corbm._the"

deina, d he sent a secured note for £300 which Henry finally accepted:for ‘

. the powder. With that the militiamen returned to Hanover.

Conditions were peaceful énough for Dunmare to call the General
Assembly into session-on,June 1 to consider Lor h'splanof .
reconciliation The House of Burgesses ignored he plar and concentrated
on routine business. On Juné 5 the house appointed-a committee to |
examine the p}wder magazine, because, they said with tongue-in-cheek,
they had hear it had been burglaﬁzed. Dunmore vacillated, first agreeing,
then.disagreeing to allow the burgesses in. Finally he gave them the key.

Then in consternation, for he feared seizure by the colonials, he took refuge

on the Fowey. Despite pleas from-the assefmbly, Dunmore, who was,.sgill a
reasonably popular man, refused to return. L.

On June 24, 1775, the assembly adjoyrned. For all inténts and purposes,
aithough the dssembly m&t Briefly in 1776, the history of the Virginia General

r%g\e ting. Thenchorward, government in Virginia

came from the Virginjan Cotiventions. The membership of these conventions
was comprised mostly of thé members of the old House of Burgesses.
 Atthe same timp the Virginia Assembly came to an end the Continental
Congress was moviag to aid Boston and to defend the New Engtanders
from further arméd attack. On Jpne 15, congress unanimously elected
George Washingtop:to take:command of the new Continental Army created
“for the Defense of American Liberty, and for repelling every.hostile -
invasion thereof.” The army of 15,000 formed to defend Boston and New
York would be supported by the congress with payments trom all the
colonies. Eight rifle confpanies|including two led by Captain Daniel Morgan

-
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of Frederick County and Captain Hugh Stefihenson of Berketey County
were ordered to Boston. .’ Lo R _
. * To rally popular support, congress pm%’aimed “ADeclaration of the
Causes-and Necessity for Taking.Up Arms.” Written by Jefferson and John |
\Dickinson of Pennsylvania, this declaration laid bare a !onQ succession of
“oppressions and tyrannies™ by parliament and the king’s “errant ministers”
who had misled the king into presuming his, colonists were disfoyal.
Although professing continued layalty to Gséorge 111, the delegates reiterated
therr intentions to defend themselves as “free men rather than to live as
Staves) for: - - . . . -
Our dause 's tust Our union 1sperfect -Our internal Resources are i
greall and if necessary, foreign Assistance is undoubtedly -
attarable : e “

Neverthgless, the Congress made clegr.that it did not desire distnion
and independagqce, it merely wanted-justice foy the Americans, To that end
1t passed the “Olye Branch Pétition,’ a plea to the King to find’some way

. . toward reconciliatidn. L ’ o .

It 1s unlikel Congress expected anything more. to come from the “Olive

‘ Branch Petitiop] i hd than had come from Lord North’s plan of
reconciliation jri the coldpies. Nothing did. The kihg refused it. He had
already declared the cololists to be-rebels. Parliament rejected it, applying
N instead its owh brand of economic coercion by passing the Prohibitory Act
in December 1775. Effectivg\January 1, 1776, all American ports were clgsed
. \to trade and all American shi s;{n the high seas were subject to seizure "

\and confiscation as enemy ships. By proclaiming the colonists to be
enemies in rebellion, parliament and the king, in effect, declared War on
the eolonies.” C . . S Ll
To assure itself of manpower, S}i(ain negotiated treaties with Hesse-
Cassel and Brynswick for 13,000-Hessians to fight with the British/armies in
America. From the beginnirig it was obvious many Englishmen had no .
stomach forcggh ng their fellow Englishmen overseas. Conversely it was
. . obvious the colonial ngliq_hmen Were prepared to fight in«lefens of their
rights and hberties a Englishnien. After the pa’ssa‘gs’of'theProhibitory"ACt .
4nd the hiring of the Hessian mercenaries no doubt remained that 'this was
2.tobe a full war in which thi colonies would, in t_hefking’s words, “either : ?

submit or tnumph.” The k‘iJlg felt that hé would violate his coronation oathif - “+*1
he failed to defend the sugremacy of parliament. He felt that the act of /

settlement establishing thé protestdnt succession in the House of Hahover 4
to the exclusion of the Catholic Stuarts made parliament supreme and that
he was bound by his{ coronation oath to uphold this supremacy isd that he.
. could not honorably.agree to the colonists’ position. A colonial claration
was inevitable.’ . : |- .
e > ? -- o ' !
_ Indepepdence ! - ‘

On July 17, 1775, delegates to the Virg,inia Convention reassembled in -
. Richmond. Those who were reluctant in March now knew that fofceful
measures must be taken to defend Virginia through creating an ipterim
government. Dunmore could not manage the colony from shipboard, and
v thj royal council was defunct withouthim. From Phifadelphia caﬁe word of
thg formation of the Continsntal Army with Washingtori as its commander;

fro‘n Boston the news was of the staggering casualties inflicied oh the |
~ Bnitish redcoats by the New Englanders before they abandoned Breed’s Hill l

v~
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in the tiatth known as Bunker Hill; from New York rumors spread of the

" impending invasion by the British navy, and fot good news there were the

victories of Ethan Allen and Benedict Arnold at Fort Ticonderoga and |
Crown Point. .o

. The July Convention elected an 11-man Committee of Safety to govern
the colony. This committee, which had greater powers than any other
executive body in the history of Virginia, could set its own meéting times, -
appoint all military officers, distribute arms and munitions, call up the militia
and independent minute-men companies, direct military strategy, commit
men:to the defense of other colonies and to assure the colony of its general

, 'safely Unlike many colonies whose interim governments fell into the handg

.
4

of mén previously excluded from high office, the Virginia Committee of
Safety comprised men of the first rank, respected leadérs from thrm@hout‘

the colony: Pendleton, Mason, Bland, John|Page, Thomas Ludwell Lee,\F‘aY I
Carrington, Dudley Digges, William Cabell, Carter Braxton, James Mercer,
and James Tabb. Pendleton was the chairman. This commuttee met in almost
continuous session during the crises of 1775. : ’
The convention established a Virginia ariny of three regiments
commanded by Thomas Nelson, Jr., William Woodford, and Patrick enry,
with Henry desjgnated as commander. The chqice of the great oratqr for a
field command post turned out to be a mistake which even his most loyal
supporters subsequently admitted. The error was jater rectified, but|not c .
without creating tonsiderable hard feelings. ' y v
Throughout the late summer and early fall Dunmore, in commany of 1L
séveral ships and British regulars brught up from St. Augustmne, blo kaded
the Chesapeake, raided s veral plantations, and built.bases at Gospon, at |
fﬂje ship)}rd of Andrew Sprowle used by the Royal Navy near Portsmouth, |
fapd inN ‘rfolk. There he Was joined by a number of Loyalists, mostly Scots;
and 300 former slaves whpm Dunmore made into a miilitary company he
;dubbed “his Loyal Ethioplans.’ On Qctober 25-27, 1775, Dunimore sent five)
_s?t;ips to burn Hampton. Reinforcéments were sent from Williamsburg. - .- i
1

;. cept for a severe salt shortage resulting from the blockade and the
’ iberty for Slaves" replacing the colonial siogan “Liberty or Death;" most,
-Vlirginians saw Dunmore as a nuisance rather than a serious threat. :
Then on November 7, 1775, Dunmore, exercising one last gasp of royaj .
ppwer, declared Virginid to be in rebellion, imposed martial law/ and N
announced that all slav $ beloﬁg&ng to rebels were emancipatgd. This )
action cost Dunmore hjs creditability and destroyed his reputation among
thecolonists. Until thié‘ time the Virginians had been very respgctful of bo}f
Lord and Lady Dunmore, whom they assumed were following orders whic
could not be ignored. Now with this personal act Dunmore had shown .
himself to favor a.determined policy against the colonists, . !
Deciding to wait no longer, the Committee of Safety which had been .
criticized for its inaction, dispatched Woogdford with an army independent of
Henry’s command to drive Dunmore frosfi Gosport. Dunmore removed
himself to Norfélk. In December 1775 Woodford's men, supported by same- »
North Carolinians, faced Dunmore’s army of redcoats, loyalists, and former
slaves at Great Bridge, the long land causeway’and bridde through the
swampland and over the Elizabeth River near Norfolk. There on December 9 )
Woodford's men repulsed a frontal attack by Dunmore's regulars and drove
them from Great Bridge. After losing the Battle of Great Bridge, Dunmore
knew he could not defend Norfolk. He abandoned the town to Woodfpr_d on
December 14, but returned with his ships on January 1, 1776 to sheII‘and
| e , .

ritation- of seeing-former-slaves in British.uniform with the'mdcking motta | v
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. burn the port. Woodford's men then completed the destruction of the one

center of Torism in the colony by burning the city to the ground.

Dunmore resumed harrassing colonial trade for several more months.
However, his Ipyalist supporters dwindled away and he received no
reenforcements of British regm‘ars. Most of his black troops had been,
abandoned to'the colonists after Great Bridge. Those who remained with
him were later sent into slavery in the West Indies. Finally, on July 8-9, 1776,
Colonel Andrew Lewss land-based artillery badly damaged Dunmore’s fleet
at the Battle of Gwynn's Island, in Gloucester County, now Mathews County.
With this Dunmere ahd his ships left Yirginia, the Governor going to New
York wheredte took an atmy commart under General Howe. Not uptil 1779
itish fleet return in force to the Chesapeake.. -,

n May 6, 1776, the Virginia Convention had reconvened, this time in
ihamsburg, for thereswas no rieed to fear Dunmore. Nor was there any
doubt about the overwhelming Virginian sentiment for independence. The
winter's war, the king’s stubbornness, Parliament’s Prohibitory Act, \
Dunmore’s martial law, and Thomas Paine’s stirring rhetoric in his
incomparable Common Sense had all swung public opinion toward
independence. Paine’s Common Sensg touohed Virginians through the
printed word in much the same manner as Henry's fiery oratory reached
their hearts. ‘ . : .
tmmediately upon sifting, the Convention received three resolutions
folndependence. Leading the resolutipnists was Edmund Pendleton,
President of the Qon_verftion, formerly, among the more cautious of patriots.
For once Henry wavered slightly and let others take the lead. ‘

OmMay 15 the canvention instructed Richard Henry, Lee as a delegate
toithe ontinental Congress to introdute a resolution for independence
stating? > :

Szthe Congress.should declare th’at these United colonies are and of
.rightjought to be free and independent states, that they are absolved
, fromijall aUeg:a;nce to the British Crown, and that all political ,
connection between them and the state of Great Britain, is and ought

- 1o be, totally dissolved. . .., . : .

This Virgimia res&lutjon was a decl ration of independence. Read the
following day to cheering troops in Williamsburg, the resolution prompted
the troops to hoist the Continental U'nior;)ag and to drink toasts to “the

American Independent States,’ “the Grand Congress;’ and to “General
Washington?’ i v
Atthe same time the convention appointed a committee led by George
Mason to dfaw up a Constitution and a declar§tion of rights for the people of
- the new Commonwealth of Virginia. Mason’s {amous Declaration of Rights
was adopted on June 12, 1776, and the Constitution of Virginia was adopted
on June 28, 1776, = - o : S
Virginia was a free and independent state. It would be seven long

' years, however, before Great Britain adgepted this as fact.

4 . | ¢
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The Commonwealth of Vi ginia

‘Declaration of Ri‘ghts‘ -
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The two greatest documents of the Revo, ion came _
from the pens of Virginians George Mason and|Thomas
Jefferson. Political scientist Clinton Rossiter notes, “The
declaration of rights in 1776 remain America’s most notable
contribution to universal pofitical thought. Through these
eloquent statements the\rights-of-man political theory
became politital reality.” 33

As Richard Henry Lee rode north to
Philadelphia with the Virginia resolution for
independence, George Mason of Fairfax, sat -
down with his committee and drafted the
\Virginia De Iaratlon of Rights. Presented to the
Convention on May 27, 177? the Declaration
was adopted or June 12, 1776. It reads, in part:

(4

A Declaration of Rights, made by the Representatives |

of the good Peogdie of Virgsia, assembled 10 fulf and
tree Convention. fvhich rights do pertain to them and
thew postenity asjthe basé

gbvernment

| ~-

i ‘ That all men dre by nature eq&ally free,and

independent. and have certain inherent nghts, of o~
winich. when they|enter intq a.state of society, they - -
- cpnnot, by any cqmpact deprive ot ¢ \divest their
ppsterity: namely. the enjoyment of{ife and hberty, -
whith the,means of acquiring and.possessing property. .
znd parduing and obtaining happiness and safety A

That 3l powgr 1s vested in. and consequently _
derived fiom, th People that magistrates are their

N

them.

Ili  That Gdvernment is, or ought to be, instituted

flor the common benefit, protection, and security of thé

. people. natioly qr community;—of all the various
modes and foyms of government, that 1s best whichtis/
capable of praducing the greatest degree of happinegs
and safety. any is most effectually secured against
the danger of rhaladministration;=—and that., whenever
any Government shall be found inadequate or N

* contrary to these purposes, a majority of the

community hath an mdubltable unahenable and -’

[N

‘ K \ ,

330|mton Rossiter, Seedtime of the Rnpubllc (Harcoun Brace and World New York, } .

1953), 401.
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-+ .doctrine of popular soyereignty—

om0 A third observation, among
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. indefedshie nght to reform alter or abohish it in such manner as
shail be judged most conducive to the public weal *

In 16 articles the Declaration goes on to: prohibit hereditary offices;
separ}ate the Jegislative, executive, and judicial branches; assure that
elections.shall be free, prevent suspending law or executing laws without
consént of the representatives of the people; guarantee due process in
criminal prosecutions, prevent excessiv bail andfcruel and unusual /
punishments; eliminate general warrantg for sear h and seizure; provide
jury trials in property disputes, assert “that the freedom of the press is'on
of the great bulwdrks of liberty and can never be restrained but by despotic
governments”, provide for a well-regulated militia and warn against
_standing armies in peacetime, declare that no government can exist within
“ the staté independent of the government of Virginia; and grant to all men )
equally “the free exercise of religion, according to the dictates of
conscience.” (While this article granted free-expression of religion, it did-
not-end the establishment of the former Church of England as the official
state church in Virginia. Full separation of church and state did not oceur
until the General Assembly passed .!efferson's tamous Statute for Religious

4

Freedom in 1786.)

The most intriguing article is X\

as much as 1t is a requnder that citi
soon lose them. . 1

XV. Thatno iree governme )
preserved to any peopie but

|+

{ or the blessing of Liberty, can be

\

hvhich is not a declaration of a F:nght
s who do not exercise their rights

! |

y a firm adherence.to justice. t

roderation: temperance. fru

, " recurrence fo fundamental

.- - :Nowhere.is the break with En
. . that “ail men-are by nature gqually
.Virgwhians claiming rights which w

claiming rights which were theirs
..sights-whicli befong to all persons;

A second vital obseryation is

“* -fromrthe people and can be.exerc

e

2 0f the-future could atignate; elimin;

of theit elécted representatives.

” first time a sovereign state preve
*_ipfringing on-the basie liberties o
popular rights by an elected legi

mund,Randolph said one
Adam

ent in the 1760’$ and 1770

Liity and wirtueand by a frequent -
nciples. ' '

nd more clear than in thep\ycljmation
ee and independent.’ No longer were
e theirs as Englishmen; they noy were
human beings. These were natural
erywhere and no one, either-in t e-past
e, or diminish those rights.
Deglaration’s firm adherence to the
ngWer of the government is derived
d.only with their consent or the consent

A

ny'‘which can be made, is that for the
d itself and its own legislature from"

ks p
ture
Sy 3 !
iny of the Deglaration was to erect “

had warped \'we all look up/to Virginia for

Id'have ibeeréﬁihsappointed.‘

utilized by Jafferson gsfie drafted the
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Declaration of independen ‘
) g . BF ‘
the~\Lirgmia independence resolutiqn: o
on June 1, 1776. On that day only séven cplonies were prepared.to vote
“aye.’ Therefore, congfess put off a fullsgte until July 1, hoping by that date
for all states to have received instructions from home. In the meantime ,
congress appointed John Adams, Benjamin Franklin, Roger Sherman of,
Connecticut, Robert R. Livingston of New York, and Thomas - Jefferson td
draft a declaration. For nearly two weeks Jefferson, with the advice of Adams
and Franklin, wrote and rewrote the draft, seeking just the right phrase, the
right concept. On June 28 the commuttee laid its draft before the chamber.
On July 4 the Congress completed its revisions. The changes were few
when one considers the normal way legislative bodies amend and rewrite
the very best of prose. Still the changes were too many for the red-haired
delegate from Albemarle County, Virginia, who possessed an ample store of
pride in his own words. Jefferson thought his version had been manhandled,
Lee went further and said it Had been “mangled)’ . ‘
The preamble, to the Declaration of independence is timeless. There

. b )
.In Ppiladelphia, L?‘{ introdu

1776, but all revol

in clear and unmisLaka le language is a rationale for revolution, not just

When in th
., pedpleto
with anoth
separate a
God entitief
requires th

tions. . ) . §

Course of human events, it becomes necessary for one

{ssolve the political bands which have connected them,

r. and to assume among the Powers of the earth, the -/

them, a degent respect to the opinions 6f mankind

b - e —— e e

t they sho

d equal st?ﬁon to which the Laws of Nature and Nature's
|

d declare the causes which impel them to ,
) _ S ‘

the separafon. ‘

N

We hold|th s truths to be self-ev.dent,}that all men are.created
equal, that they are endowed by their Creator with certaip-unaliengble .
Rights, thajlamong these are Life, Liberty. anld the.pursuit of .,

Happin :

governed_ That-whenever any Form of Government becomes ‘
destructive of these ends, it 1s the Right of the Pegp! lterorto
abolish i, and to institute new Government, laying its foundali
such principles and organizing its-powers in;such form, as to them
shall seem most likely o effect their Safety and Happiness. Prudence,
indeed. Will dictate that Governments long.gstablished should not be
.- changed for hght and transient causes; and accordingly all )
expenence hath.shgwn, that mankind are more dj pbsed to suffer. -
while evils are sufferable. than to right themselves bolishing the ¢
forms to which they are accustomed. But when a long train of abuses
and us«rlrpations. pursuing invarialljy the same Object evinces a
design to reduce them under absolute Despotism, it is their right, it is
their duty. to throw off such Governmgnt, and to provide npw Guatds
fgr thelr future security.—Such has been the patient suff '
these
. to alter their former Systems of Government. The history of the
. présent King of Great Britain Is a history of repedted injuries and
usurpations, all having in direct object the establishmentaf an o
absolute Tyranny over these States. To prove this\let Facts 58 " '
submitted to a candid world. A .

4 A

[ « . 94 -
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N

nce of
olonies. and such is now the necessity which constrains them |

= N
s{That to secure these rights, Governments are instituted. N
among Men, deriving their just powers from the~consent of the- N




. “The last thread which held the colonies fo Britain-was the king and 1o
. cut that thread Jefferson and the Congress charged him with all the acts of
parliament and the ministries. As Dumas Malone remarks: :

4 »

. The charges in the Declaration voere airected. not against the British
- . s mp'i s wes By 038 Parhament Bt agunst the King There was a

) shrite pUhoose n s Jeterson and the great bedy of the Patrniots
L hm nad aiready repudiatedthe authonly of Parhament. . ..
o the: anus must be put on George i hrmself Such a,
srsonficat.on of grievances v as unwarranted on strict historical .
<aunas Thes was the larguage of political controversy, not that of
.spgssionate schofarship

20

3

d

b

I

I

{

Parliament, in fact, 1s not-mentioned atall. Jefferson would nbt even -
acknowledge its existence, referring to it instead as “others” who have
. josned with the king"in these "‘repeated injuries and usurpations.” But before

s ¢ empife.

On July 4, 1776, by avote of 12:0, with ey
_New Yark abstaining, the colonies-voted’
. independence..On July.8 the Declaration

e . » “_was read publicly. On July 15 New York
- 3 3 voled “yes” And:on'August2mos} . - S
. ‘ ) % . delegates signed the.formal Devlaraione "

.. - itself. (The last signer-did nof put his

~, - signature on‘it"untit1781.) “5:;:-"'.‘

“himselt and history when g femarked, .

« .. “Remember, Mr.Henry; whatEnew tell ©

" yousfromghe day Lenteruponthe: ¢ .,
. command.of_the American’armies, | date. :
.. \my fall, and the ruin of my teputation,” *’

. 17~ yso Jeffersontthougtr liftle of his-. -

L SR T compgyitiony He wasmuch - "

o o interested 1n and concerried about the Virginia Constitution. At irst

he'was not tdentified as the author of the De

-

e,

course. as the judgment of time has confirmed: Thie'Declaration isthe™ . -~

softhe " - .ib

‘ ', greatest poihical-statement written by an emeric'an: To 3he cifizens © :
. +. . United Statesut'was. and hds sremained, the miogt popular-aid Yetoved of al
‘ thieir pubfic docaments. . - T - 7T RN cen LT
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_senes of simultaneous, events taking placé,in Julé 1776-6ne Wirgipian, ™ >~ -

0 Virgmidns Hichard Henry Lge éndfhdmagJeﬂers“u/@ werecadingthe * ¥
o congress_fc'; indepeadence; and 2 third.group, George Masoh and.&?? R
.0 waane. Jettersonthe Virginian,£24. - T A
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- Justas George Wa’éhiw:hi'singed -

t claration; for the'names ofall” - ™
those whg sigried were not revealed uniil Janyary 1577, He' wadurongof . - o

: o I R ( s Ko el L0,
. .- One mark of the revolutionary generation’s greatness®is seemin thig: o 7"

. . weworry 100 much about the king and sympathize with those who believe
*"-.  “poor George' has sutfered unnecessary abuse, fet'us remember that we
i now know-the king. while neither vindictive.nor a tyrant, was an adherent to
- the policies proposed by his ministers-which brought disunion to the A
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~» George Washington, was assambling an army fo d’é{end thie new tiation; two - !

“The Virginia Constitdtion; ,ane"2_9-,=3.z7"§ P AT LI 2
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»  Virginia Convention were constructing a new government for Virginia. Just .
' as Virginia was the first colony to declare independence, she was also the
first state to draft a new form of government. i
. The ¢onventian had charged Mason and his committee with writing
“such a plan as will most likely maintain peace and order in this colony, and
secure substantial and equal liberty to the people.’ Within two weeks
Mason had completed his task, It was not, however, a wotk of haste, for
o " Mason had costemplated for a long time the,prop'er form of.government. To
Mason and host Vir\ginians the constitutionmust. 1) give life to the hiberties
, Setforth inthe Declardtion of Rights..2) prevent those tyrannies of
' government-which had undermined the once ideal English constitution, and
3} preserve those elements which had begn the strengths of the old colonial
=+ gevernment. The Constitution of 1776 achieved these ends. :
*  Virginia.was made a commoriwealth. As Robert Rutland tells us, ,
" “Mason’s choice of the word-commonwealth’ was no happenstance. Mason

knew passages of John'Loake's Second Treatise on Governmient verbatim. ., '.-\

"+ None struck Mason moreJorcefully than Locke's notion thata ~ ° ..
cammonwealth was a form of government wherein the legrslature was
supreme “ There was' a consensu$ within the convention that there should .
be a separation of powers between executive, legislative, andjudicial

., lunctions, but ho equality of powers. The legislative function was to be
"-. -'supreme. b T . >
o - The residual powér in the Constitution of 1776 1s vested in the people
I and exercised through the_ajGege'ral Assembly. Within the Genefal Assembly
" :th¢ House of Delegatés was 1o be supreme. The Assembly had two houses.
The House of Delegates, replacing the Hbuse of Burgesses, had-two
- .. smembers from each county and one fromeach town, and the Senate, -
. mé‘ " replacing the old royally-appointed council, had 24 members chosen from |
- T 24 districts throughout the state. A peculiarsty of this constituion was
) { , " the use ot 12 electors. chosen by the voters in each district, to actually
. choose the senatbr from th&k district, All legislation originated m.the House
. ofDelegates, the Senate being allowedkto amend, alf laws except . B
- + * apgfoprigfion bills. which it had to accepf or reject completely. .

" .Mindful of royal authority and disdainful of executive power; the
Lconstitution emascut§ted the gower of the governor, leaving him a ' mere -
@ phantom. Elected annually by the combined vote of the General Assembly .

" for @maximum of three tonsecutive terms, the govérnor had no veto power

and virtually n6 pbwer of executivée action. He could not act between .
légis!atj,_ve sessions without approval ot an eight-man Counc¢’l of State. This
" council was glected by the assembly “to assist in the administration of
government.' In truth, the council restrained the executive’ . .
+  The.virtual semi-autanomy of tiie county courts and the justices of the
. . peace rerained. Asy%tem of state courts was prowided for, its judges also
elected by the assembly. Property qualifichtions for voters and for office
X . holders contifiued in force. No clergymen were permitted.to hold state e
V5. L officess ' T : T
' ., The consitution, therf Yetained what had worked Welt in the past—the
- Gen;eral Assembly and the county court:system, granted to the House of
* Delegates the writtefi powers it had claimgd as the coldnial House of
Burgesses. eliminated the royally elgcted Gouncil, but retained tiie idea of
anupper housg composed of men of proper?, and totally restrainéd the
3 : ) -y s, .
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. governdt. Thus, if one-definition-of a commonwealth is a government in
which the legislature i1s supreme, then Virginia in 776 was certainly a
. commonwealth. This constitution became a model for many other state
governments, although most states benefited from the unfortunate
expenences of governors Henry (1776-1779) and Jefferson (1779-17, tyand”
~  gave their executives greater administrative latitude. ) -
. Jefferson had hastened back from Philadelphia to try to influence the
writing of the constitution. He arrived too late to have much effect beyond
appending to the constitution a preamble paraphrasing the Declaration of
Independence. But many of his ideas were too “democratical.’ He feared
the constitution did not have the force of true law, for it had been written by
a convention not elected for that purpose by tite people. Nor had the people
voted directly on the constitution. Jefferson was even more concerned about
. remaining the vestiges of feudalism, aristocracy, and privilege. He )
succeeded in eliminating primogeniture (the eldest child has greatet :
inheritance nights than the younger children) and-entails (a person could
place restrictions on the use of his préperty in perpetuity). Both
pnmogeniture and entail smacked of inequality and_dlienation of rights by ~
one geperation against thhpext. Although his Statute on Religious Freedom
was not passed’until 1786, each session after 1776 saw Jefferson :
syccessfully whittle down the privileges of-the once-estabjished Anglican
' Church. From 1776 until 1778 Jefferson, Wythe, and Pendleton labpred-on a
revision of the state law code, but only a part of their code was adopted. A
revised criminal code was not fufly enacted until the 1790's. Jefferson made
little headway on his plarf$ for public education. e \
There is no evidence that Virginians were concerned thatthe = *
%onvention had written a constitution without their direct approval. The
Constitution of 1776 remained in effect until 1830. Virginians developed
- . great pnide concerning the work of this revolutionary convention. Here a
group 8f the nchest and best men in the colony had initiated revolution,
. articulated a philosophy for revolution, and established a frame of
government which were to be widely imitated throughout the country and :
~adopted in part in France. . ‘ |
o - Out of this trarisformation of the English constitution into a government
. . forthe monwealth of Virginia men like Jefferson, Henry, Mason, and
even the nfore conservative Bland and Pendleton Had produced a truly
radical doctrine of poputar dovereignty, an appeal to a higher law—the law
.of nature and Natyre’s God, the replacement of virtual representation with
drrect representation,.and the,substitution of a balance of interests within
the Virginia soctety for the old English theory of a balanced government
comprising crown, nobility, and commons in restraint of each other.
In the words of historian Bailyn, they had worked “a substantial
.alteration.in the order of sogiety as it was known™ in 1775. They had
, unloosened a “‘contagion of liberty" which could not be restrained.¥’
Wltimately Virginians and.Americans came to believe the rhetoric of the
. Declaration of Rights and the Declaration of Independence when they read
the wdrds “all men are created équal” to mean “all persons: Ifit'is
something of an anomaly that the men who wrote these words, were o,
. slaveholders, it is no anomaly that these words came to be accepted as .
<, .'self-evident truths™ when later generations applied these truths to the ’

£

rnights of man, regardless of race, Greed, color, rei_igioq,pr natiénal grigin.

.
4t

o7 Bernard Ballyn, Ideological Origins of the American Revolulion (Harvard University Prady:
Cambridge, Mass., 1962). ch. 4. - : . .
* «
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But that was along way off. June-July 1776 was the heginning-of a great - . .

~ experiment, not the tinished product. :

' Thie British-Americans: The Virginia Loyaljsts

Jefferson was correct in stating that Virginiansimoved forward to war .
-with greater unity and with fewer examples of Torism than any other colony.
Robert Calhoon, historian of loyalism, notes Virginia Loyalists consisted “of
a handful of Anglican clergymen, the members of a moribund Royal Council,
and several hundred Scottish merchants, and were . . . not a very
formidable coalition.” This confirms the much older view of Isaac Harrell
who characterized Virginia loyalists as small in number, not more than a few
thousand, whose activities after the departure of Governor Dunmore were.
¢ J limited. Only-in the Norfolk area, the Hobbs Hole region of Middlesex
County, in Accomac County on the Eastern Shore, and in the isolated
frontier area along the Monongahela River, claimed jointly by Pennsylvania ,
and Virginia, were there enough loyalists t®even suggest a majority of the
population. “Of the 2,500 claims filed with British government for loyalist
property lost during the Revolution, only 140 were from Virginia.” Most of
these 140 clainis were made by British natives living in Virginia at the
outbreak of the war.-Only 13 were Virginians. . '

t

.
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Excépt for the Dunmore, raids in 1775-1776 and an abortive plotin 1776

by Dr. John Connolly in the Fort Pitt region there were no loyalist military
operations in Virginia. Several hundred loyalists joined the royal army, a
small number in comparison to most calonies. Most loyalists went to London
or Glasgow. Except for William Byrd Ill and Attorney-General John Randolph,
most native Virginia loyalists, including Richard Corbin, John Grymes, and
Ralph Worrmeley stayed quietly on their plantations.3 Virginia's only
nobleman, aging fecluse, Thomas, Sixth Lord Fairfax, owner of the Northerst
Neck, 8,000 square miles of land, rémained untouched at his hupting lodge
in Frederick County. L _ - -
In the early years there was a general appregiation of the difficulty

some Virginians had-experienced in breaking with-England andswearing .

llegiance to a new nation. This switch was especially difficult for members
oNthe governor’s council and the Anglican clergy. who had taken personal.

_ thesd men and women had been respected leaders in pre-Revolutionaty
Virgir\a, had many friends, brothers, and sons in the patriot camp, and topk
no direket action to support the British, Generally they were well treated.

As\he war moved along, however, and the colonists suffered enormous
losses in\the winters of 1777 and 1778, sympathy decreased and demands
for public\declaration of allegiance to the patriot cause grew. Laws were
passed prdviding for heavy taxation and then confiscation of loyalist
properties.\The fortunes of the war can almost be read jn the evolution of
loyalist laws. After the Battle of Great Bridge (1775) the cortvention allowed
those who t*ad borne,arms against'Virginia to take an oath of allegiance to
the Committee of Safety. Most Noffolk area loyalists did. But when Dunmore
persisted in raiding Virginia that spring, the convention, in May 1776,
changed the law and declared those who aided the “enemy™ subject to
imprisonment and their property to seizure. In December 1776 the new

3 Robert M. Calhoon, The Loyalists in Rmmuémry Amarica, 1780-1781 (Harcourt, Brace
and Jovanovich. New York, 1973), 458. Isaac Harrell, Loyallsm in Virginia (Duke University
\ Press: Durham, North Carolina. 1926), 62-65. .o
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CBGeneral Assembly voted that those who-joined the enemy or gave aidand
comfort were to be arrested for treason. If guilty, they would be executed
Those guilty of adherence to the authority of the king (as opposed to those
who refused to support the new government) were subject to hedvy fines
and imprisonment. CL S

A major turning point occurred in 1777 when general patriot outcries '
against those not supporting the Revolutionary cause forced the assembly
to pass a test oath. Washington and Jefferson were especially vocal on this
point. Every male aqver 16 was required to renounce his allegiance to the
king and to subscribe to a new dath of allegignce to Virginia. In 1778 those
who refused to take the oath were subjected to double taxation; in 1779 the
tax was tripled. In 1779 legal procedures for the sale of sequestered and
confiscated property were established and sales begun, although these
sales never brought the income expected to the financially hard\pres’sed
state. ¢« PN .

A similar progression from toleration to harshness faffva“t’he merchants

who had stayed sn the colgnies as well as those who had fed. The lattér had
much of their property confiscated and their ships seized. Those who stayed
found there was no neutrality. The key issué here was debt payment. The
assembly declared that the new Virginia paper money cifculated was legal

_ tender and must be accepted for both new and pre-war debts. Many

.Virginians taok advantage of this opportunity to pay their debis in the
inflated money, a move which caused many problems after the war when
attempts were made to straighten out personal British atcounts, There was
no sympathy for those who protested the inequity of this action. Revolutions
and civil wars seldom bring equity. The remarkable thing is that in Virginia
the Revolution progressed with so little internal strife®. ~ * ~ *° |

Py

The War at Home, 1776-1780

- From the time Dunmore left in July 1776, until the British moved into
Virginia again in-1779, Virginians fought the war for indeperidence on the

sauls of the other colonies. Their pain contributions were providing the men -

and materia} which all wars demand. Whén one considers the natural
reluctance-of colonials to serve outside their. own boundaries, Virginia’s .
record"&f men and supplies were good. - ‘ s

R |

The demands on the Virginia economy were great. With much of the S

natusal granary m Penhsylvania, New dersey, and Long Istand occupied bys
British forces and the middle state pa®s blockaded, pleas from Washington
for Virgima meat and food supplies, were constant. Munitions works at
Westham (Richmond), Fredericksburg, and Fort Chiswell andnaval ~
shipyards at Gosport, South Quay, and Chickahominy River operated-at full
capacity. A major munitions magazine opened at Point of Fork onthe James
River m Flyvanna County, and small iron furnaces appearéed throughout the
Piedmont and in $he Valley areas. In 1779 Virginia exports of food and grain
outstde the United States were halted and redirected to the needs of

. Cgngress. Everywhere Virginiaps began to spin arid weave their own cloth
Simpler life styles became the order of the war. ’ . .

The plainer way of life was not.just a patriotic morale-builder. It was a

necessity. The natural trade routes between the Chesapeake and Britain
were closed and the tobacco trade was ruined. To finance the war the

.

— .
39 Harrell, Loyalism In Virginia, 58§-96.
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asserr{bly tgxed-nearly everything which cquld be taxed. Many taxes werg
those which the Virginians had rejected when imposed by parliament, |
including legal papers and glass windows. The difference was the necessity
or war and the source of the tax laws—the people's own elected
representatives. ) SR <

Taxes, alone, however have never financed a major war. As in the o

French and Indian War, Virginia issued paper money and floated state loans.
Between 1776-1780 the state debt reached £26,000,000 and in the foliowing
two years nearly doubled. By 1779 loans and taxes were not enough and the

+ assembly levied taxes on commodities as well as currency. Taxpayers had
to make payments in grain, hemp, or tobacco rather than inflated paper
money alone. Inflation set in. By 1780 coffee, when you could get i, sold for
$20 per pound, shoes were $60 per pair, and befter grades of cloth were .
bringing $200 a yard. The exchange rate.of Virginia money to hard coins
(specie) was 10-1in 1778, 60-1 in early 1780, and then spiraled upwards to
150-1 in April 1780, 350-1 in July, and was going out of sight as Cornwallis’
army ravaged the state. It never teached the ratio of 1,000-1 as did the
Continental Congress currency. but the phrase “not worth a.Continental”
might equally have applied to Virginia money. Few of those who sérv_qd .
Virginia and the new nation, whether as officers, footsoldiers, governors,
judges, or clerks, did so without suffefing substantial financial losses. In

—many cases they were never reimbursed even for actual expenses.*
Unfortunately there were many who reaped profits by exploiting the
situation. . 7

There also were thousands who moved across the mountains to new
lands in the Valley, southwestern Virginia, and Kentucky. In fact, Virginia
had to head off an attempt by North Carolinians, headed by Richard
Henderson, to detach Kentucky from Virdinia. The state had to watch’
attempts by other states to claim Virginia lands in the Ohio country. To
forestall these attempts Virginia took two steps. In 1776 the Assembly
divided Fincastle County into three counties—Kentucky, Montgomery,.and
Washington and established local goverhments there, and she agreed-to
ratify the new Articles of Confederation only upon the condition that all otier
states agree to give up their claims to the Ohio country and that all new
states created from those territories have the same r’nghts\and privileges as
the original states. Ih so doing, Virginians, under the leadership of Jetferson,
formulated a colonial policy for the western lands which assured equality
for the new, states, a most important guarantee that there would be no s
superior and inferior states in the new United States. All states would be
equal.. " w . N e

It should be remembered that this was never a total war, Independence -
simply demanded that Washington, the Continental Congress, and the
states keep an army in the field and a fleet on the seas until the British
accepted the fact that they conld nof defeat the Americans or until they
decided victory was not worth the cost. Whenever the call came, Virginians
poured fortlt'in sufficient numbers and with sufficient supplies in the crucial
days of 1777-1778 and 1780-1781 to prevent defeat. And in 1781 they were .
there in enough rfumbers to insure victory at Yorktown, -

-

&

~

>

4 For a good description of the economic nmpact‘ol the war on one dedicated Virginian,
read Emory Evans, Thomas Nelson of Yorktown, Revolutionary Virginian (University Press of
Virginia: Chhﬂot.tesville. Virginia, 1975),° 65-123. 2 . .
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Part Vo

The Yﬁ’ ar for 'Independcnce

\

_ Vjrginia's participation in the Revolutionary War military
operations developed in seven stages: (1) the initial conflict
" with Lord Dunmore in the Norfolk and Chesapeake areas in
.1775-1776; (2) the thousands of Virginians who joined the
Continental Army and campaigned throughout the country;
(3) the bloody Cherokee war in the southwest from 1775-
1782; (4) Gelorge Rogers Clark's audacious and spectacular
victory in the Northwest; (5) the British invasion and ravaging
of(\/(':rginiathroughout 1780-1781; (6) the southern campaigns
of Generals Gates and Greene in 1780 and 1781; and (7) the
final victory at Yorktown in the fall of 17814 °

- Virginians and the Continental Army, 1775.1779 |

The decision to make George Washington commander-
in-chief of the Continental armies was undoubtedly a political
act meant to bind the southern colonies to the war and-to
blunt ch:;rges,!that this was a New England revolution.
Seldom fias a political decision borne greater positive

\ benefits Wéshiﬁgton is an enigma and he always will remain
+ so-to his-countrymen. His greatness a$ aman andias a .
commander is difficult to fathom. The contradictions are
best summarized by military historian John.Alden: -
‘Faylts have been, and can be, found in Washington as

. military education, He did not know, and he'never
/ . quite iearn=d, how to disciphine and to drill his.men.
He was not a cons:stently brutiant strategist or’
= o . tactician. .. (Often) he secured.advantage. ., by
avoiding battle Actually he was quite willing to tight
when the 0dds were not too heavily against him. He
’ retreated only whep he was c0mpeilled

.
. . 3
Y KRN A Y S T AR R to do's0, duringthe campaigns of 1776
. //‘, '{‘I‘\ JZJILJ-IL./ and 1777... On octasion he was ™
Y ., perhaps t0o venturesome. His

e JIcHL /.7&’1(  generaiship improved as the war

h . : contnued However. his defeats in the
. field were mare numerous than his victories; and he .

- ‘ had to share the laurels Qf his great triumph at

* Yorktows. with the French. If Washington had his ‘
P 41 The best generalgurvéy of the war is by John Alden, A History of the

// .. " ls by Christopher Ward, The War of-the Revolution, 2 vols. (MacMillan:
‘ New York, 1952). Both have been utilized in 1[1!3 sectio'n. :
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commander He did not have the advantages of agood -

American-Rivolution (Knopt: New York, 1969). The-best dotalled account
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Siet ey e as ata e he mevertretess performed superbly
it con it ors. He gave dignity steadfast
So™M it v Lourage to the Amencan gause | Indeed
=3 730y ans with convincing evidence of :
~23ness {troton'y appointed himg as commander in
ned horoan that post year after year n victory and
o AaVECSy unti the war was won, -
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At first Congress was not certain Washington could command and
eagerly sought European officers for field commang positions. Charles Lee
and Horatio Gates, two of the four major-generals appointed to serve under
Washington, were residents of Virginia. Both were English army officers who
had left the British army, settled in Berkeley County, and become ardent
advocates of the colonials’ cause. Lee, the well-bred sen of English gentry
had served under Braddock in the ill-fated Fort Duquesne expedition of
1756, was later wounded, left the army after the war, and became interested
in western land schemes. He came to Virginia in 1775 after a stint as a
general ih the Polish army. Lee was courageous, ambitious, and vain. He
could command when niecessary, but had difficulty following Washington's
orders. Given credit for stopping the British attack on Charleston, South
Carolina, in June 1776, hg cama back north and was captured in New Jersey
in December 1776. Exchanged by the British, he resumed command in 1778.
Howeyer, his scandalous behavior at Monmouth in June 1778 resulted in
his toUst martial. He was finally dismissed from the service by Congress
in 1780,

. Gates was the son 6f"an English-servant, Somehow He received a .
regular army commission, serving in the colanies during the French and
Indian War. He resigned as a major in 1772 and moved to Virginia. Whereas
Lee was haughty, Gates was pleasant and amiable. He also was ambitious
and constantly sought military commands whose dem‘énds_ exceeded his
talents. Commander of the northern army which won the great victory at
Saratoga in 1777, Gates was willing to take over as commander in chigf in
the dark days of 1777-1778, hut his friends in Congress could not displace
Washington. Over Washington's recommendation, Congress elected him
commander of the southern armies in 1780. He left that command after the
blundering defeat at Camden, South Carolina, in August 1780. Gates retired
to Virginia where he lived to an old age, much honored as an Englishman
who loyally supported independence. )

The English generals from Virginia did not give Washington his
eventual victories, however. His command strength came from Virginians
who learned by experience, were devoted to the Revolutionary cause, and
were loyal to the general. They were with the Continental Army in its darkest
days at Morristown in the winter of 1776-1777 and Valley Forge in 1777-1778,
These included Colonel Theodorick Bland and his cavalry who fought at
Brandywine in 1777 and Charleston in 1780, General William Woodford, the
victor at Great Bridge, who commanded Virginia Continentals fighting at
Brandywine and Germantown inJ1777 and Monmouth in 1778, was captured
at Charleston in 1780 and died in a New York prison that December;
Colonel Wiltiam Washington and his cavalry who fought in nearly all the
battles in southern campaigns, Colonel Peter Muhlenberg, who raised the
German Regiment from the Valley and Piedmont around his Woodstock
home and commanded it with distinction at Brandywine, Germantown,

Monmouth, and Stor!y Point, and later led Virginia militia against Cornwallis

42 Alden, American Revolution;, 183-184, .
Y




. In 1781, and the gallant Colonet Edward Porterfield, who died with many of

his troops, called “Porterfield’s Virginians” at Camden. ) ) .
There also was a distinguished group 6f young men like John Marshall,
James Monroe, and Henry “'Light Horse Harry" Lee who achieved distinction
and displayed loyalty to the national cause which they never surrendered.
The percentage of Virginians who fought in the Continental Army and who

~ supported the stronger national government of the Federal Constitution was

high. These were men who experienced and remembered the o
embarrassments and inadequacies of a weak national government during
the,Revolution. They did not want to see the experience repeated.

Perhaps the best Virginia field general and the prototype of the
nventive, untrained American general was Daniel Morgan. A wagon master
from Fredenck County, Morgan had fought in the French and Indian War. He

. raised the first unit of Virginia Continentals, a company of Valley riflemen,

and took them to Boston in 1775. He and his men fought brilliantly in the

near victory of General Richard Montgomery at Quebec on Christmas 1775.

Captured along with the equally bold Benedict Arnold, Morgan was

exchanged. Developing effectively the Virginia riflemen into mobile light

infantry units and mergirtg frontier tactics with formal warfare, Morgan

showed a real flare for commanding small units of men. His greatest

moments were at Saratoga in 1777 and later in his total victory over Colonel

Banastre Tarleton at Cowpens, South Carolina in 1781. The wagon master

progressed stéadily from captain to colonel, to general, and became one of H
the genuine heroes of the Revolution.

The total number of Virginians who fought in the Continental Army is \
difficult to determine. Records were poer '<ngthy servic<infrequent, and ‘
troop strength constantly overestimated. There were possibly 25,000 /
Virginians in the Continental Army at one time or another, although the
number in the field at any one time was much smaller. Another 30,000 to - /
35,000 might have joined the Virginia militia. In an era when European
armues went into winter quarters and did not fight at all, the unorthodoXx—
Continental Army won some of its greatest victorigs in the dead of winter,
yet it too.tended to suffer from winter desertions and unauthorized leaves.”

Still the shriveled army always seemed to revive in‘the spring as the men

returned to the ranks. L.
“Troops, even continental units, tended to serve near home.

Northern troops were rarely found in the deep southern colonies and vic

versa. Yet Virginians, because of their pro)imity to all fighting zones, foubpt

from Quebec to Charleston, contributing heavily to the units fighting to ho d

the middle states in 1777 and 1778.and the Carolinas in 1780 and 1781. '

The Indian Wars
The Revolution reopened the long series of Indian wars alongthe '

. western frontiers. Encouraged and financed by the same British agents ho

. Cherokee In a serigs of bloody battles. The culminating attack by 2,000

had once acted in behalf of the former colonists, the Cherokees and -+ [ :
Shawnees, particularly, seized upon the unsettled conditions to strike back
at the steadily advaricing waves of settlers moving southwestward alo y

the Clinch, Holston, French Broad, and Watauga Rivers. Throughout 1775
and 1276 Virginian, North Carolinian, and Georgian frontiersmen faught the

nflemen under Colonél William Christian destroyed thé major Cherokee

- villages and compelled the Cherokees to sign “humiliating” treaties with

- the southernstates in 1777. The determined Cherokeb chieftain, Dragging

.
/
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launched another series of frontier raids. North Carolina and Virginia
riflemen under Colonel Evan Shelby in 1779 and Colonel Arthur Campbell in
1781 battled the undaunted Cherokees. Finally, in 1782, the Indians yielded
their territory to the frontiersmen. Little noticed, this series of battles
involved a-high percentage of the western Vargmuans in nearly constant
battle readmess

George Rogers Clark and the Winning of the West

In the Kentucky. Ohio, and lllinois country the Revolutionwasa |
continuation of the jong series of bloody batties, ambushes, and deceptions
which the Indians and whites had been perpeta'atnng against each other
since the settlers had pushed over the mountains in the early 1770’s. The
British had merely replaced the French as the European ally of the Indians.
The principal opponents were the tough. well-organized Shawnees who had
been the main targets of Dunmore and Colonel Andrew Lewis during
Dunmore's War in 1774. The Shawnees were joioed by the Miami, Delaware,
and Ottawa Indians. These Ohjo Indians needed little encouragement from
Lieutenant Colonel Henry Hamilton, the British commander at Fort Detroit.
Amply supplied with munitions, guns, and.money for patriot scalps received
from Hamilton, known among the fronnersmenasQe "Hair Buyer, these
Indians swarmedae+oss the Ohio River in 1775, 1776,ard-1777. No quarter
was asked by either side, none was given. Conditions became especially
critical in 1777 when the Indians were angered and embittered by the foolish
and senseless murder of Cornstalk, the captured chief of the Shawnees. ),
Complicating any military solution to the western ﬁghtmg were the old
rwalrles among the states for control of the western lands. Virginia had to
. establish county g /yernment in KentucKy in order to head off North

Carolinian Richafd Henderson's bid for that region in 1776. Pennsylvamans
and Virginians'still quarrelled over Pittsburgh and the Upper Ohio. Aid from
the Continental Congress was obstructed by the claims of at least four,
states to Ohio and the jealousy of the landless states toward, the landed .
states.

“ 'Thenin1777a23 year-old Virginian, George Rogers Clark, found the
solution. Virginia shquld go it alone, raise and equip a small army of
riflemen, and in a lighterfing'move take the Indiana and Illinois region from
the BritisH. Clark reasoned that the Brstish were trying to hold a vast tract of
land with a few troops a handful of Tories, and the Indians, The British
posts at Kaskaskia, on the Mississipps, and Vincennes, on the Wabash, were
formertF rench forts manned by men wjth no allegiance to Britain. Clark's
enthusiasm convinced Govegnor Henry and the Council of State that victory
was possible if the operation was conducted secretly. Support from George

. Mason, Thomas Jefferson, and George Wythe was solicited and gained. The
assembly, without knowing the purpose for the authorization, gave Clark

i - permission to raise troops and released the needed gunpowder.

' In June 1778 Clark with 175 riflemen, far short of his hoped-for
complement, set out from the Falls of the Ohio (Louisville). The small
nuinber can be attributed to the fact that the men, like the assembly, had to
sign-on without knowing their destiny. A few slipped away after they learned
Clark’s frue plans. Those who stayed were dedicated warriors, On July 4,
after floating down the Ohio, Clark’s men appeared outside Kaskaskia. The
fort surrendered without a shot being fired. As Clark suspected, the French
inhabitants welcomed the Americans. On July % another former French town,

. . X

58:“ . .

84

|
Canoe, moved westward, regrouped his warriors at Chrckamauga and . .




2N

-

A}

MY

_J

¢

»

_.\ remained a contentious issue until after the War of 1812.

L

RN ! ~

Cahokia, 60 miles horthward, capitulated. And on July 14 Frenchmen from

Kaskaskia persuaded their fellow countrymen at Fort Sackville in Vincennes *

to surrender. On August 1 Clark occupied the fort.

Clark's plan had worked to perfection. But he'was now faced with the

.same problem whi¢h had enabled hir to seize the region—he could not

hold three forts scattered over several hundred miles (Vincennes js 180

miles east of Kaskaskia). Therefore, when Governer l;lamilton moved south
>trom Detroit in December with his own make-shift army, Clark’s men hadto ~

abandon Vincennes and flee west to Kaskaskia. All seemed lost. .

Again the refusal of the Americans to follow European military - :

conventions paid off. Clark, ignoring the tradition to go.into winter quarters
‘ took Vincennes in the dead of winter with less than 130 men, many of them,

French. It was the most remarkable single military feat of the Revolution.

Only men who had lived in the frontier wilderness could have endyred the

march. Despite wading waist-deep through flooding rivers and swamps in

freezing February snowstorms, going days without warm food, poorly

clothed, and carrying enfy'the minimum supply of gunpowder and shot,
Clark and his men reached Vincennes determined to fight. Learning that he
had arrived undetected by the British, Clark ordera{‘gcr\eat bonfires lit, both
to warm his frozen men.and to deceive Hamilton. Wa hing dancing
shadows of seemingly countless men whooping and shouting in front of the
fires, Hamiiton concluded he was hopelessly outnumbered. The next '
morning, February 24, 1779, the bold Clark demanded Hamilton’s surrender.
At first the governo’r refused, but a series of well placed rifle shots took the
fight out of the defenders. Then Clark ordered several Indians, caught in the
act of taking scalps into the fort, tomahawked in full view of the fort.
Hamilton agreed to surrender. Clark sent Hamilton under heavy guardto
Virginia, passing through-the Kentucky settlements his Indians had
harassed. Ignoring protests from the British, Governor Jefferson refused to
exchange Hamilton, keeping him in irons in the Williamsburg jail until
November 1780-when the prisoner finally agreed to sign a parble not-to
fight against the Americans or to go among the Indians.® Clark was treated
shamefully by the Virginia Assembly after the war and was hever fully
reimbursed for his personal expenses in the west.

For Clark the capture of Vincennes was to be a prelude to taking
Detroit. in both 1779 and 1780 he planned marches to'the center of British
* western power. Neither timg could he bring off a coordinated attack. The
frontier was under téo heavy pressure from the Ohio Indians led by Tory
Henty Bird and the intamous renegade, Simon Girty. Instead, Clark 7

concentrated on Indians closer to Kentucky. In August 1780 with 1,000
- riflemen he destfoyed the principal Shawnee towns of Chillocothe and

-+ Piqua, but could not break the Shawnee strength. The invasion of eastern

Virginia in 1781 ended hopes for the Detroit project, drew men from the
west, and opened he way for the Ohio Indians to go on the offensive. Bitter
fighting continued,in the west after Yorktown. Clark’s troops finally broke
the Shawnees in November 1782 when they again leveled Chillocothe and
Piqua, Hostilities and the British presence in the Northwest Territory

-,

4 For a dramatic, but not inaccurate; account of the expedition and Clark, read John
Bakeless. Background to Glory: The Story of George Rogers Clark (Lippincott: Philadelphis,
1957. . s . . ‘
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The War and Eas%ern Virginia, 1776-1779

Initial British war strategy did.not call for a direct attack on the
Chesapeake states. They were too hard to hold onq'e conquered. There

" were no towns to occupy, no natural defense positions, too many riversfto

cross, too little to be gained in cSmparison to New York, Philadelphia, dr
Charleston. Furthermore, there was no sizeable loyalist population to rige
up and assist the British as in the Carolinas and the middle states.

The war effort was men, material, and money. Under Governor Henry
the executive branch functigned reasonably well. There were no R E
emergencies, no need for quick decisions which only the executive can

. make, and little sapping of morale which a long, inconclusive war can bring.

till, Henry recognized the restrictions placed on the governor, whom he
alled a “mere phantom:’ Fortunately for him, he left office in June 1779
efore the inherent weakness of the executive branch became apparent.

fferson was not tg be so fortunate. From time to time in the administrations
of Henry, Jeffersan, and Thomas Nelson, Jr., persons talked of making the

'governor a “dictator™ (in the Roman use of.this word, not the modern

connotation). These were mostly speculative discussions, not serious .
attempts to change the government. Only in.the diré crises of Suftimer 1781
was it evs:; remote possibility. s .
The most direct threat to Wigginia in these early years was on the seas.
To meet that threat Virginia established a state navy in 1776. Eventually the
Virginia navy had 72 vessels of all clgsses, including many ships, brigs,
and schooners; but apparently most of\hem wére small, poorly manned,
and lightly armed; and were used largel\for colamerce. " * Never intended
to meet the British fleet in combat, the Virgjnia navy did succeed in
establishing regular patrols, clearing the By of privateers, and protecting
merchantmen trading in the West Indies. - . o ‘ '
By January 1779 the British army came ikto Piedmont Virginia ig a

o

totally unexpected manner. Congress declarelj the “convention” (tr aty pf( ]
surrender) by which Burgoyne had surrendered his troops at Sarato jatobe
faulty and ordered some 4,000 Hessian and Britigh soldiers imprisoned in
Aibemarie County. Settled along Ivy Creek, the p\isoners, mostly Germans, o
lived in hastily built huts generously called “The Rarracks:: Several of the|r
chief officers, among them Baron de Riedesel and\General William Phillips, .
lived in comfort and close contact with their near nkighbor, Governor

Jefferson. Phillips was shortly exchanged and went to New York. The .
conditions under which the troops lived steadily deteriorated, although the
prisoners were so inadequately guarded that hundreds walked away. in
November 1780 Governor Jefferson concluded that the convention troops
should be méved from Virginia to get them away from invading British

troops. The British troops moved first toward Frederick, Maryland, with the
Hessians following. Again many of the prisoners drifted off into the forests
never reaching Frederick. . .

>

Black Virginians in the Revolution ' .

. One particularly difficult questidn for the government was whether, to
utilize the black population in the military. Only a few thousand of the néarly”
230,000 black residents were free men. The remainder were slaves. There .
g .
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44 Gardner W Allen, A Nava} History of the American Revolution (Boston, 1913), I, 40-41.
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was a constant fear that arming free blacks would incite their slave brethren
to revolt. This fear was strongest in 1775-1776 when Dunmore had, ™
encouraged slaves to fee their masters and join his troops. Although

i
. [ 4

Dunmore's black troops numbered only several hundred nearly 10,000
slaves fled Virginla d ring the war. Most did not be ertheir I, ending up
as/slaves in the West Indies. Many didl get to Nova cotia where they lived
as,ffree men in the large loyalist cojony there. Othefs settled in the British
West African colony of Sierra Leone. - ~2

| Negro troops were present at Lexington, Contord, Bunker Hill, and in

_the ranks of Washirjgton's first Continentals. Quickly, however, ynder
pressure from sé’ut ern colonies, notably South Carolina, Congress adopted
a policy of exclutii g hlacks from further enlistment in the Continental Army.
Although most dtafes excluded slaves from.service, they did not exclude
freg blacks froni eflisting in the militia. Virginia allowed free blacksto .
enlist after July 17[75. This enticed siaves to run away and enlist as free
blacks, a practicejthe assembly tried to halt by requiring all black enlistees
to have certificates of freedom. Then an odd reversal occurred after 177%
when the state began to conscript white males into the militia. Taking -
advantage of the'provision in the draft law allowing draftees to send .,
substitutes, some slave owners offered their slaves.a substitutes. This was
as far as the enlistment of slaves went. James Madison proposed in 1780
that the state purchasé slaves, free them, and make tﬁem spldiers. The
legislature rejected the plan. On the,other hand, the state did buy some
slaves to work in shipyards, on shipf)'oard, and in sta’tgrun factories.*

The actual number of black Virginians in the service is unknown.
Historians Luther.Jackson and Benjamin Quarles suggest there'were
several hundred in the army and at least 140 in the small Virginia navy.
Usually thesé men were orderlies, drummers, and suppojt troops; In the
ndvy they frequently served as river pilots. There were e xceptions like
freeman John Banks of Goochland, who fought as a cavajryman uhder -
Colonel-8land for two years, the well-kngwn spy James Lafayette, who
performed invaluable work for Lafayette in the closing days of ‘the war, or
John de Baptist, a sailor who served with distinction on the Dragon.” ]

Peace did not bring fréedom for the slaves in the services. The state-
owned slaves were resold. Free men who had enlisted in the service
were entitled to and did receive enlistment and pay bounties due all soldiers
Slaves whose masters had offered them as substitutes had a more difficult
time. Some slave owners tried to retlaim them as slaves even though the
Virgimia law exphcitly permitted the enlistment only of free men. Fortunately,
Governor Benjamin Harrison was enraged by this duplicity at what he called
a repudiation of the “‘common principles of justice and humanity” and
prevailed upon the legislature *“‘to pass an act giving to these unhappy

. creatures that iberty which they have been in.some measure instrumental
in securing for us.” .
.Nevertheless, although white Virginians recbgnized the contradiction
between that liberty which they enjoyed and the stavery which existed
around them, they did not see a means whereby the ideal that all men were
created equal could become a practical reality. Unlike later generations,

-

45 For a fuller discussion of black Virginians in the Revolution, see Luther PNJackson,
Virginia Negro Soidiers and Saljors In the Revolutionary War (Norfolk, 1944), and Benjamin
Quarles, The Negro in the American Revolution (University of North Carolina Press: Chapel
Hils, North Carolina, 1961). .
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however, the Revolutionary generatipn made no attempt to justify sfavery or
to accept its extension. In 1778 Virginia became the first state to prohibit
“the importation of sfaves, and in 1782 passed a liberal manumission law,
permitting masters to free their slaves without special legislative act. Many
took’advantage of this law. Virginia also determined that there should be no
slavery ithg western lands ceded to the fedeMal’ government. Jefferson
saw to it that a prohibtion against slavery was writter into the federal Land
Ordinance of 1784 and the Northwest Ordinance of 1787. Yet, what was
earlier noted bears repeating—the principles set forth'in the De‘clarathn of .
,  Independence were the beginning of a great governmental experiment, not
the finished praduct.

~The British Move outh, 17801781 o .

The British shifteq their arfnies southward in 1779, hoping to cut off |
the lower southern stdtes, break the moyrale of the rest of America, and force
a negotnated peace.. Their principal hopes rested on exploiting lpyalist
strength in the fiercely divided Carolinas where much of the fighting since
1775 had been colonial against colonial, patriot against Tory. In, early 1780 .
. General Henry Clinton sailed from New York with 8,000 troops, :
’ outmaneuvered General Benjamm Lincoln, and captured Charleston. The
defeat was a severe blow to the Americans costing them their chtef southern
, seaport, several thousand Continentals and mihtiamen from the Carolinas
and Virginia, and Generals Lipcoin and William Woodford. ©
Clinton sailed back to New York, leaving his troops withLord )
Cornwall;s The most daring of the British generals, Cornwallis decided to  ° ;
leave Charleston and invade the Carolinas. With excellent support from !
Colonel Banastre Tarleton, Lord Rawdon, and Major Patrick Fergusoh he . ;
swept all before him. Tarleton, the Best cavalty officer in either army, ahd
Ferguson led partisan loyalist units. Tarleton's troopers, (nown as the
British Tory Legion, needed no introduction to Virginiang. They had
slaughtered without quarter unarmed Virginians under CoJonel Abraham
Buford in May 1780 at the Waxhaws, south of C arlotte North Carolina.
From then on he was known'as “Bloody ¥arl %" 1, a
. Congress elected Horatio Gates to replace Llncofn in{the southern }
b command. Gates hurried south with several thousand Maryland, Virginia,
» and North Carolina militiamen and Continéntal troops Stumbling into. ~ "
Cornwallis” army at Camden, South Caroli;z he planhed

faulty battle plan. Qornwallis executed peglgctly and completely routed
Gates. For the only time in the.war Virginiaknilitiameh behaved badiy, fled
the field, and were a major contributing factot to the disaster. Not.gqly did
GatesJIose 600 men, many of them battle-hardened Continentals, he lost two
outstanding officers, General Jean de Kalb, the tougH German offrcer, and
Colonel Edward Porterfield from Virginia. Facing almost sufe defeat in the
‘Carolinas, Congress replaced Gates with Nathanael Greeng of Rhode
Island, taking care not to embarrass the Englishman who had gwén SO
much to Patriot cause.. :

Greene turned out to be the man to baffle Cornwallis. With a constantly
underequipped and often inadequate army he managed to keep Comwallis .
at bay. He was moved by one desire—to force Corawallis iito costly battles,
but never expose his whole army to capture. Flee if necessary, but be able
to fight another day. He was mventrve and unortho&ox With an army much
smaller than Cornwallis” he dikided it into.thirds, plus compelling Cornwallis  +

to divide his own army. Gree® knew that Cornwallls, victotious as he mrght
. v . J . -
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“ nave been, was-detached from Charleston and had to live off the land. He =~ =
would fight a war of attritian and wear Cornwallis down. His strategy worked,
altho,ugf} not withdut fateful moments. He had> great faith in his command
officers and.gave them considerable leeway. They rewar8ied him with two
stunning victonies—King:s Mountain, NorthCarolina in October*{780 and
Cowpens, ‘South Carojina i January 1781. T e s i
King s Mountain was a unmque battleddr it was fought almost completely .
between Amenicans, Major Ferguson and his South Carolina, New York, o .
and New Jefsey Tones dn-the British side and'North Carolina and Mirginia®
frontier nflemen under GColonels Isaac Shelby, fiery William Campbell, and
John Sevier for the United States. Asthough Ferguson’s position from the .- ’
_outset was nearly impossible, he.refused to surrender, knowing what was in’ o
| . store if he dig. He was correct. The hatred whith only the Carolina civil war ’
. unieashed Yuning the Revolution burst forth. Only the intervention of Shelby
] and Campbell kept the frontiersmen from,anmhitating Ferguson's Tories. As
+  1twas, the Bhtish lost 1,000 nfen, 700 of them captives. Ferguson was Killed.
..- .# Cowpens was a personal victory for General Daniel M9r§an ¢vho feit
. - he had been shghied by-congress. Greene gave him atullcommand and
sent mdff to gnd Tarleton. He found hith at Cowpens, not too far from
& King s Magntan. Morgan utihzedys riflemen, I®ht infantry, and cavalry and
Continentat regularss in an unconwgntional manher. He thoroughly whipped

Tarletom, whi up uatil thas ime had been invincible. Morgan’s men killed

. 100 Britigh, captured.800, and'seized Tarleton’s entire supply train:
. The combination of King's Mounfin and Cowpengscompletely . ;

disrupted Gognwallis” plan.and led.hint'into the series of mi_stgk“es which* @

L.

I

, ended at Yorktown .l - "-& 3 . ) _ -
. Even when he suffered defeat or a stalemate, as he did at Guilford e
. . Courthousg (Greensbato, North Carolina) in Marctr 1781, Greeng'made -~
*Cornwallis pay.such a heavy price that tlzg British’general cou)d not afford
- the cost of victory. Waridering dimieysly after Greene across North Carolina“) g
. . .afid unable to hve off the barren.cou tryside, Cormwvalli$ retredted eastward .
/ to Wilmsagton. There m the'spring-0f'1781, with only 1400 of his,original
" . 3,000 troops teft, he decaded fo move north and join Benedict Arnold’s
¢ A troops who had invaded Virginia.ch December 30, 1781.

<«

: ]
. } ‘ 2 *- .. ‘ . D et , £ R
. *  The lnvasion of Virginia, 1781 ¢ L o -
L : ~.‘ N _? ;" . . ‘.“ S 1y . .
N Three tifes befpre the British l,(ad_agpeated in the Chesapeake. in
(. 1777 Admiral Howergent a fleetintg the upper Bay to assist the grand attac .

Pae . WhICH was to'lake N w York and P,h:lade'lphia simulta?neouslyf. Hehad -
2 .- withdrawn without contact after BUrgque"sLdefeat at Saratoga ruined th
'r "',;,-f.scheme;?}' o v i s N ¥ . .
.+ "\ Admiral Geotge Gollier sept into Hamgton Roads in May 1778,
. . % burned the shipyard at &osport, captured 13%&hips, occupied Port
and raided the countryside, doing $2.000.000 damage. Befofe he could be’ )
. $challenged by Gereral Thomas Neison, Jr., and the Virginia milit\ he was

4one. One consequence of the raid was the loss of alf future loyalist support -*

-

fopthe British. At Collier s arrival, the numerous Norfolk-Portsmouth
R yalists came out fram under cover. ohly to be abantioned when the
- Bntish left after a few days: They never.ventared forth again. ¢
in Qctqber 1780 General Alexander. Leslie descended upon Hampton

-aR.:qads with 3 substantial British force, fully intending to take Vir‘gil()ig out of

y
»
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- the war in coordination with Cornwallis’ march through the Carolinas.

King's Mouintain ended thaj plan. Needing reenforcements, Cornwallis
called Leslie southward. Again the British left the state, -

Although Virginia breathed a sigh of relief, she was in a most difficult
position at the end of 1780. Her military resources were stretched to the
hmit Governor Jefferson had tried simultaneously to meet calls for troops
from Washington to the north and Green the south, while never
overlooking Clark to the.west. Although roundly criticized for stripping
Virginia to aid other states, Jefferson well understood the crucial nature of
Gregne’s campaign. The only reserves he had left were militiamen. - ‘
- Of the estimated 55,000 t6 60,000 Virginians who fought at some time
during the Revolution, as many as 35,000 were militia. Many were short-term
soldiers, fightirtg only three to six months at a time, Often they were
unprepared and untrained, nbt used.to disciplined fighting, good marksmen,
but unskilled in the use of the bayonet. Often, and unnecessarily disparaged,
the militia was the backbone of the patriot armies, appearing when needed,
disbanding as soon as danger passed. In Virginia they had been called out
'in 1777,in 1778, for a false rumor in June™780, and to meet Lestie in October
1780 In éach case the enemy disappeared. These British cat-and-mouse
appearances may have lulled the Virginians and Jefferson into a false sense
of security; for the state was unprepared for the real smvasion Washington
had warned was coming. . .. ,

On December 30, 1780, Benedigt Arnold, seeking the glory ih the’
British army he thpughthad been denied him by the Amencans, sailed info
the Chesapeake with a small, well-disciplined British army. Whatever might
be said about Arhold"s politigkll ethics, few have criticized his command

1

performance With small force3, He was initially aided in Virginia by.

Jefferson’s caution which left Nelson's mifitia only half-mobilized. The only .
.~

other force was a small Continental regiment under Steuben. -
Arnold sailed up the James t¢ Westover, the estate of Tory William
Byrd {li. From there he moved unopposed to Richmond, the official state
tapital since Aprit 1780. Throughout January 5 and 6 his men burned the
state buildings, destroyed the iron and powder factory at Westham, and .
seizéd or burned all available state . .
records. Knowing he could not hold /J\",\ .
Richmond, Arnold returned to TN N
Pgrtsmouth and'wentinto - Lo o L \
winter quarters. S L

"Recognizing the danger g "
Arnold posed, Washington sent A % D
Lafayette south from New York A
with 1,200 New England and New . \ouf -
Jersey Continentals, Even a{ter
joining his troops with the Vitginia
militia of Nelson, Muhlenberg, and
George Weedon, hé could.do little
more than watch Arnold. Arnold had
aiready sent General William Phillips,
the former prisoner of war in- .
- Charlottesville, against Petersburg.

_ Meeting little opposition from the . 2
Virginia militia as he destroyed. . T .
tobacco and supplies in the town on April 24, Phillips went into s ad
Chesterfield county, burning militia barracks and supplies. '

- '3 . 1 1 . . . .
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At tr;é éametnmg Arnold'wa's baminQ mo.ra;thani 20'ships in the James below

. Wilmington to meet him at Pefefsburg. There were now 7,200 British troops

. Pennsylvanians. Cornwallis followed but could ot draw Lafayette or Wayne

f ¢ . [
< . bl . L
- . .
- .
. *

Richmond. T

Everything seemed to go wrong. The French fleet sént from Newport to
block Arnold at Portsmouth was routed by a British fleet off the Capes and
went back td.Rhode Island, The British forces-ravaged at will the Virginia
¢ountryside-along the James and Appomattox Rivers. Then Arnold was
joined on May 20 by Corriwallis who fiad marched northward from

in Virginia. Facing them was the young Marquis de Lafayette with 3,200
soldiers, 2,000 of them inexperienced Virginia militia. Total collapse of
Virginia seemed imminent. - _ i
Artfully, Lafayette kept his smaller army intact, moving westward along
the South Anna River, then northward|over the Rapidan wastof -
Fredericksburg. There he was joinéd by General Anthony Wayne and his

into battle. So he settied down at Elk Hill, the estate of Mrs. Jefferson’s
father in Sumberland Coynty. From there e sent Major Johin Simcoe on a
raid against General Steuberr and the major munitions center at Point of
Fork on the James. At {irst Simcoe wasunsuccessful; then he tricked
Steuben intd withdrawing to thé-west, needlessly abandoning the munitions.
At the same time Cognwallis ordered Tarleton to leave Lafayette in

Hanrower County, take-his cavalry, dash to Charlottesville, break up the
assembly then meeting thefe,’and capture Jefferson. By hard riding onthe. .
nights of June 3 and 4 Tarleton nearly made it to Charlottesville undetected.
But he stopped at Cuckoo Tavern in Louisa County, where he was spotted-
by militia Captarn John Jouett, Jr. Guessing Tarleton's mission, Jack Jouett
" rode madly through the nightoverthe . \
- back roads he knew-well, and beat
" Tarleton’s men to town. At Joyett's
_ warning most of.the législators fled over -
/ Q} the Blue Ridge to Staunton, while |

2\ ~ Governor Jefferson left Monticello - !

L/ southward to his summer home at Po%ljr /

* Forest, Bedford County. Severt membgrs
of the assembly, one of whom was SN
Daniel Boone, delegate from Kentucky
County, Were capturéd.'Unable to take
them with him, Farletop_paroled them.

This was the low paint of Jefferson's
public career..Hjs term-had ended
officially on June s and:since he had not

' " intended to stand for reeleétion, he did not T
go.to Staunton. Some disgruntled delegates wanted him censured. Instead

a formal investigation in December {781 ended with the senate and louse

presenting him with a unanimous vote of commendation.

_ The assembly elected Thomas'Nelson, Jr., radicalpatriot, wealthy -
merchant from Yorktown, and commander of the Virginia militia, to be
governor. Nelson served only five months, compelied by ill healthto resign
1n December. In those five months Virginia went from the depths of despair
te-the glories of Yorktown. Nelson was succeeded by Benjamin Harrison,
dne'of the signers of the Declatation of Independence. .

. On June 15 Cornwallis left his camp at Elk Hill, sacking the plantation
as he departed. He moved eastward toward the coast where he could better

w

coordinate his movements with those of Clintgn in New York. Clinton was

. 65 .
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3
under heavy pressure from Washington and French General Rochambeau.
‘t Heading for Williamsburg. Comwallis plundered the countryside as he went.
R ing Williamsburg, he recewed orders from Clinton to send 3,000 men
‘ to New York. Leaving W|I||amsburg for his ships at Portsmouth, he
maneuvered Lafayette and Wayne into a reckless battle near Jamestown on
July 6. Beating Wayne badly. Cornwallis had Lafayette at his mercy, but
couid not follow up for a complete victory. ,

. At this paint indecision by Clinton, commander-in-chief of the British
arrny, caused a fatal error. He had ordered Cornwallus to send the men to .
New York, then he countermanded that order and wanted them shipped to

" Philadelphia, then to New York again. Finally learning that Admiral de
Grasse with a major French fleet had left France for America, he suggested
Cornwallis move across the James from Portsmouth and find a suitable site
on the peminsula for both an army and the British fleet. He suggested Old
Point Comfort. His proposal was examined by Cornwallis and rejected as
undefendable. Cornwellns settled on Yorktown with 1ts high bluff and good
port.

] e

Yorktown, September-October. 1781 -,

The news that Admiral de Grasse and the French fleet had cleared
- France presented Washington with an opportumty he had to exploit.

Washington and Rochambeau took counsel and concluded an assault on
Glinton in New York was not a cértain success. Cornwallis was a better bet.
They decided to leave Clinton in New York believing he was abeut to be
attacked by a large army and move quickly southward to Virginja. )

. Coordinating their arrivat with that of de Grasse in the Chesapeake, they
would snare Cornwallis at Yorktown.

.For once in the war a grand American plan went off without a hitch.
Washington and Rochambeau left New York on August 21, getting away._
without detection by Clinton. Symultaneously Lafayette moved his troops
"south of Cornwallis-to block an- escape-into-the;Carolinas. On August 30
de Grasse with his great fleet of 24 major ships, 1,700 guns, 19,000 seamen,
and 3.000 troops reached the Capes. He had disembarked his troops before
a smaller British fleet arrived to challenge him. On September 5 the French

\ fleet drove the English back to New York. Cornwallis was trapped.-

Carefully Washington, Rochambeau, and de Grasse plotted the seige
of Yorktown. When the formal seige began on September 28, Washington
had an army of nearly 16.000 men including 7,800 fresh, disciplingd, ani
wetll-equipped French troops. The 8,800 Americans mcluded 3,000 Vicginia

\ militia commanded by Governor Nelson and veteran Generals Weedon,
Robert Lawson, and Edward Stevens. The bulk of Washington's Continentals
\were from Pennsylvania. New York. and New Jersey. Corawallis had about .
7,000 men, many of whom had been in the field since February, 1780.

» At the beginning Cornwallis abagdoned his weaker outer defenses,
which Washington immediately turned into artillery battery positions. Once
the seige began m earnest on'October 6, the a lied artillery pounded the
Brifish_into submtssabn Parallel renches were dug close to the British lines.,
On the night of October 14 a combined attack by Amenicans under Colonel
Alexander l;laﬂnttoq and the French topk the two redoubts which were the
keys to theé sagging Sritish de}enses On the 16th Cornwallis attempted to,

escape gcross the York River {o Gtoucester Point and then north to New

‘York and'Chinton. A sudden storm scattered his boats and barges. With that
Cornwalhx recogmzed the utter hopelessness of tus posmon and on the .
66
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17th signalled Washington for tefrs
of surrender Washington geplied that
only complete’'surrender was
acceptable. Cornwallis agreed.
There was no choice. At p.m.
on October 19, 1781, Cognwallis’
army.of 7,247 stacked a ‘
and surrendered to the Americans
while a British regimental band
played the now famous militery
march. “The World Turned Upside |
Down.” Cornwallis, pteading .
illness was not present. He was later . S .

to go on to a distinguished career as governor-general of India.

. Fighting went on spasmodically in the Carolinas and in the West for
some time. But everyone knew the war was over. The British people no !
longer wanted to fight what had become a world war involving the Dutch,
French, and Spanish, as well as the Americans. When he heard the news
from Yorktown, Lord North supposedly cried out, “Oh God! it is all over.”

And it was. On March 4, 1782, the House of Commons voted for peace.
Comnuissioners for both sides meeting in Paris agreed on terms on

‘November 30, 1782. The formal treaty was ratified on September 3, 1783.

The United States of America existed in 1aw as well-as in fact.

What had begun as an attempt by Britain to balance her budget after
the victorious French and Indian War ended with an independent United
States. She also gave Florida back to\tge Spanish who returned Louisiana to
theBrench: Perhaps wiser men than George Grenville and George It might

ave prevented the separation. Probably.not. Thomas-Paine-put-it-so.simply

3 \ - 9’
and so persuasively, “An Island was not meant to rule a continent.”
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Appendix .
* A Chronology of Selected Eveiits in Virginia

1763-1783* )

<, )
May 10, 1763. After the news of the signing of the Peate of Paris on February 10, 1763,

came to Virginia the Virginia regiment was-disbanded. - .

May 28, 1763. The defeat of the French in America introduced new stresses and strains in
the Brit'sh Empire Differences between the colonies and Mother Couniry began to appear
'mmediately and with increasing frequency and intensity. The Biand R¢pon oi 1763 made
‘o the House of Burgesses revealed one pont of conflict between the two Vi ginia had

tn pant frnanced ter contribution to the recent war by i1ssuing paper mbney backed by
taxaton The Br.ush merchants. crpditors of the coionial planters. feated inflation and were
btterty attack.ng the policy of Inting paper money in the colionies. Defending Virginia's
act:ans, the Bland Report pregénted the Amenican argument for paper money. The British
merchants carried the day, I their own hurt by securing an Act of Parhament 1n 1764
forb«dding the future 1ssue/ot paper currency in the colonies.

October 7, 1763. Anothey/cause for colomal resentment at war's end was the King's
prociamation closing t trans.Allegheny west to settlement.

December, 1763. Onefonsequence of the Parsons Causes was tne sudden emergence of
young Patnck H on the political scene. When the court of Hanqver county degtded mn » .
favor of Reverend James KAaury. the defendants called on Henry to plead their cause .
before the jury which was to fix the amount of damages. By appealing to the anfi-clerical
and even !awless instincts of the jury and by dong it with unmat hedroratorical skilt,
Patrick Herfry won the juty to his side and made himseif a popular hero in upcduntry Virginia.
October 30, 1764, Many Burgesses arrived,early for the October December session of the
General Assembly i a flame™ over the Act of Pariiament proposing a Stamp tax on the
American colonists. The committee of correspondence had been busy during the summer
fommunicating with the agent «n London. and the Burgesses were ready to take e\ctuon
against the proposed tax. T ‘e

December 17, 1764. The House of Burgesses and the Council agreed upon an address to
the Crown and upon memorrais to the House of Commons and to the House of Lords. The
th;ae petitions stressed the sufferings such a tax would cause war-weary Virgintans and
a'so opposed the levy on constitutional grdtinds. They argued that the cotonial charters
and long usage gave the Virginia House of Burgesses the sole right to tax Virginians and
that the fundamentdl constitut:on-of Britain protected-a-man from beingtaxed without his
consent. These arguments. efaborated and refined. were to be the heart of the colomal
conrtentions in the turbulent days ahead

May 29, 1765. The arguinents of the Virgima Assembly went unheeded. On February 27,
1765 Pariament decreed that the stamp tax should go into effect on November 1. The -
General Assembly was in session when news,of the passage of the Stamp Act came to
Virgimia. and on May 29 the House went into the committee of the whole to consider what
steps it should take. Burgess Patrick Henry presented his famous resatutions which

fxed at the outset the tenor of colonial opposition to the stamp tax. The House adopted

by a close vote on the 30th f.ve of Henry's seven rgsolutions, and all seven were given

wide circulation throughout the colones. . J

October 30, 1765. On the day before the stamp tax was to go into effect. George Mercer,
the co’lector, arrived in Wil.amsburg with the stamps. Williamsburg was hiled with people
n town for the meeting of the General Court. and Governor Faquier had to intervene 1o
protect Mercer from the «nsults of the mob. On November 1, the courts ceased to function
and all public business came to a virtual hait. .
February 8, 1766. F6reshadow:ng the judicial review of a later day, the Northampton-county

court deciared the Stamp,Act unconstitutional and consequently of no effect. ——
March 13, 1766. A number of the (nhabitants of the town and environs of Norfotk assembled .

at the court house and formed the Sons of Liberty. The Sons of Liberty usually appeared
hereafter at the forefront of any arti British, agitation in the colonies. ’ '
1766 R.chard Bland published his ftamous An Inquiry into the Rights of the Byitish Colonles
in which he took a rather advanced constitutional position :n opposition to parhamentary

-

<

\‘The ¢hronology of se'le!ted events i Virgima 1763 1783 was taken from Wilhlam W..Abbot's.

publication entitled. A VIRGINIA CHRONOLOGY 1585-1783, ° To pass away the time!
Williamsburg. Virginia. 1957 Permission for use of this matgnal has been granted
by the publisher ‘ -
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taxation of the/American colonies. . .
May 11, 1768. At the-hsight of the Stamp Act cridis, the dominant group in the House of
Burgesses was shaken by a scandal involving he lgng-time Speaker and Treasurer of the
Colony, John Robinson. who died on this day leaying is accounts short by some 100,000
*pounds. / ) | "
June §, 1768. Governor Fauquier announced by pyblic prociamation the repeal of the Stamp
Act {March 18, 1766). Aithough repeai brought a %Eve of reaction against the agitédtion of
the past months and a strong upsurge of Joyalty to Great Britain,ithe leaders of Virginia,
and of the other colonies, had-consciously or not moved to a ne position in their view of
the proper retationship between the Colony and the Mother Cou(try The failure-of the rulers
of Britain to appreciate and assess Properly the changed temper pf the colonists lost for t
¢ ° the American efnpire. '
November 8, 1766, The General Assembly of 1766-1768 met. Novamber 6-December 16, /
1766 and adjourned to March 12. April 11, 1767, and then met in & final sassion, March
31-April 16, 1768. R
January, 1768. The Virginia Gazette began to publish John Dickenkon’s ietters from a .
“Pennsylvania Farmer.” These letters did a great deal to clarify, tnthe minds of many, the
Amencan position with regard to $he Parliamentary olaim of the right of taxation in the
colonjes. . .
March 3, 1768. Governor Fauquier died. .
March 31, 1768. News of the passage of the Townshend Acts and ofj the suspension of the
. New York lggisiature was already causing a wave of indignation in Virginia when the General
Assembly met in March. Having taken under consideration the circular letter of the
Massachusstts legisiature opposing the Townshend Acts and variouy petitions to the ¢
same effect, the House of Burgesses prepared petitions to the Crowi} and to both Houses
of Parhament, and on Aprii 14 adopted all three unanimously. The House then sent word :
1o the other cotomal Assembiies of its action and congratulated the Nlassachusetts House
“for their attentiorf to American liberty.” . . ‘
Altigust 12, 1768. In a move to strengthen the hand of the Virginia Goviernor and at the
same time to couniliate the Colony, the King made Fauquier's replaceynent, Norborne
Berkeley, Baron de Botetourt, Govpmor of Virginia in the place of Jefiyey Amherst. Not

/

ed

. since the time of Governor Nicholson had the Governor himself come put to Virginia,
October 26, 1768. Lord Botetourt arrived in Williamsburg. - g
J May 8, 1769. The Governor, Lord Botetourt, opened the first and only ion 6f the General
| Assembly of 1769 {May 8.17) with a conciliatory speesh, but, obviousl unmoved, the House
/ of Burgesses st about with remarkable unanimity to restate their posiion with regard to

Parhamentary supremacy. The House also denounced the reported play for transporting
«  colomsts accused-of treason-to England for-trial. On May 16, the Hbuse adopted reselutions
- to this efiect and then on the next day unanimously approved an address to the Crown.
May 17,°1769. The House resolutions of the 16th caused Lord Botetourt to dissolve the ’
General Assembly. Dissolution blocked the planned adoption of George Mason’s proposal
+for forming an association with the other colonies for the purpose of suspending the
importation of British goods. But the Burgesses got around this by meseting in their private
capacity.at the house of Anthony Hays. This was a momentous step. The meeting made
— Speaker Peyton Randolph the moderator and appointed a committep to present a plan for
association. . ) .
May 18, 1769, The Burgesses adopted the report of the committee calling for a boycott on
English goods to force the repeal of the Townshend Acts and invited the other colonies to
join the association. -
November 7, 1769. The General Assembly of 1769.1771 met November 7-December 21, 1769,
. and adjourned to May 21ane 28, 1770; and then 1t met in a final session July 11.20, 1771, °
In his Speech to the Assembly on the Tirst day of its meeting, Lord Botetourt pacified the
K * Virginians momentarily with information from Lord Hillsborough that His Malesty's
‘ administration contemplated no new taxes in America and-In fact intended the repeal &}
: the Townshend Acts. . ™~
« June 22, 1770, During the May-June session of the Genera! Assembly, the gentiemen of the
House of Burgessas joined with a large group of merchants to take action against the duty
" ontea‘retained when the Townshend Acls were repealed. The Burgesses and merchants
formed a new association to replace the'ineffective one of 1769. This time, committees in
each county were to take proper steps to see that the terms of the association were
abided by. -
June 27, )1'770. The members of the House of Burgesses agresd unanimously to a new
petition to the King asking for his' interposition to prevent Parliament ievying taxes In
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October 15, 1770. Lord Botetourt o/ necéssity had often opposed the colomists in their
quarre! with ths British Parliament, but he had done so without losing their altection and
respact. On October 15, 1770, he died. Willlam Nelson, president of the Councit, then acted
. as Governor until the fall of 1771 when Governor Dunmore arrived. )
October 12, 1771. John Murray, Earl of Dunmore, dissolved the General Assembly of
1789 1771 after corhing to Virginia on September 25, 1771. Dunmore, Virginia’s last British
Governor, was an ynperceptive and timorous man, a man who could do nothing to st}
the coming storm that Tent an Empire.
February 10, 1772. The General Assembly of 1772-1774 met Fehruary 10.April 11, 1772;
March 4 15, 1773, and May 5 28, 1774, .when it was dissolved. Meeting in an interlude of
+ relatwve peace between Britain and her colonies (1770-1773), the Assembly in its spring
session of 1772'proceeded in a routine fashion ahd the Burgesses found no occaston to try
the mettle of the new Governor, , '
March 4, 1773. Governor Dunmore for the first time found reason tocomplain of the -
General Assembly in its March meeting of 1773. He was miffed by an implied rebuke of the
House of Burgesses for his handling of counterfeitérs, but he had bettar reason to be
disturbed by another development. On March 12, the jguse frevived its committee of
corraspondence and'exlemjea its functions. As proposed by a self-constituted meeling

\ at theRaleigh Tavern and headed by Richard Henry Lee, the House instructed its new

committee of correspondence to inquire into the Gaspée affair, to kesp in touch with the

'legistaturas of the other colonies, and to correspond with the London agent. A key factor

R in the transter of power which was to come shortly, the plan of a committee of
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correspdndance was quick'y adopted in the other colonies. Before proroguing the Assembly
*"on March 15, Goyemor Dugmgre.signed the last Acts assented to by the ‘royal Governor of |
Virginia. / )
May 24, 1774. The May meelif/lg of the Assembly was upeventful until the new$ of the Boston
Port Acts stirred yp-a hornets’ nest in the House of Burgesses. The House expressed alarm
and promptly declared June 1, the day the Acts were to go into effect, a day 6f fasting
and prayer Two days later, May 26. Governor Dunmore dissolved the General Assembly of
1772 1774 One conseqyence of interrupting the Assembly before any legisiation had been
completed was to-put an end to civil actions In the courts for the lack of a fee bill, which
pleased many a debtiridden colonist. )
May 27, 1774."On May'25, the day after the news of the Boston Port Acts, Richard Henry
Lee had ready his proposals fdc.calling a Continental Congress, but when he delayed
presenting them to the House' so as not to invoke dissolution, he ost the opportunity of
having the House of Burgesses act upon them. The day after Dunmore had dissolved the,,
Assembly, the members of the House met in the Apolio room of the Raleigh Tavern, After
denouncing the “intolerable Acts, they instructed the _commmeg: of correspondence to_ _
write to the oftier colonies and propose a Continentaj-Congress.
May 30, 1774. Twenty live Burgesses-who were still in town met to consider a packet of
" letters fresh from Boston. Massachusetts proppsed that all of the colonies suspenq all
trade with’Britain The Burgesses.agreed to send out notices to the members ot the ‘late
House” for a4neeting on August 1,,1774. During the next two months, the inhabitants in
the various counties met to elect delegates to the August Conyentjon and to prepare
resolutiéns condemning the BostonPort ‘Acts. Feeling was running-high and
sympathy for Boston took the form of an outpouring of gifts {or the unfortunate city.
Jetferson’s Summary View published At this time was intended a& a guide for the August
Conyention, but it was toc advanced for the moment in its outnght densal of ah Parliamentary
authodty in America. o . S ..
August 1, 1774, With the meeting of the August Convention, Virginia took a big step toward
revolution and began to build an extra legal framework which. would take overthe functions
" of government when British authotity collapsed. The. Convention agreed to import no more
from Britain after November 1 and to export no more after August 10, 1775. it chose as
“delegates to the Contingntal-Congress Peyton Randolph, Richatd Henry Lee, George
Washington, Patrick Henry, Richard Bland, Benjamin Harrison, and ﬁ?;xnd Pendleton.

~

The Convention instructed each county {o appoint a committee of ¢ pondence. The
amazing effectivenéss with which the committees organized the counlles helps to explain  +
\ Virginia’s smooth {ransition from colony tb commonwealth. . . N
1775. With an estimated population of 550,000, Virginia had 61 counties on tth ave of the
Revolution Ten of thebe ware formed since the depariure of Governor Dinwiddie in 1758;
Fauquler in 1759, Amherst and Buckingham in 1761, Charlotte and Mecklenburg 4n. 1765;
Ri_l_t,&yh(ar\m in 1767, Botetourtin 1770, and Berkeley, Dunmory, and Fincastle in 1772,
. March 20, 1775. Peyton Randolph, moderator of tha August Convention, called for a meeting
* atRichmond in March. The March convention, dominated by members of the House of
Burgesses, approyed the work of the Continental Congress, but foremost in the minds of the
delegates was prodlem of defensp. After Henry's “Give me liberty or give m{dealh"
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speech, the delegates made provisions for developing a2 military establishment. What they
’ in fact did was to undermine the regular militia through the formation of “Independent
Companies™ in the counties. The revolytionary government which was evolving becamé a
-, hittle more clearly defined when the Convention dnstructed each county to elect two
« - o Rdiflegates te sit in flture Conventions. . \ , /
i’ April 20, 1775. Lord Dunmore{watched the events of 1774-1775 with helpless alarm.
., Particularly fnghterung for hm\ was the-formation of the “Independent Companies” igthe
’ + spring of 1775. On the mght of Apni 20 he 100k the precaution of having the small stare
of arms and ammunition 1n the magazine at-Williamsburg removed and placed on HM.S. |
Fowey 1n the York River On' the morning of the 21st, the people of Williamsburg learned ~
what the Governor had dong durning 1h night and were vastly excited. An intredible wave
of fury spread through the Colony and verywhere men took up amms. All the pentup
passioa of the past months was turned against the unfortunate Governor. ' ’
April 28, 1775. At the height of the excitement over the powder magazine affair, news came
from the*northward that colomiais had engaged British regulars at Concord and Lexington.
\  May 3, 1775. Thoroughly fnghtened, Lord Dunmore made a public prociamation on May 3
i which he attempted to justify his actions of April 2Cand to pacify the people. Beyond }
being pacities). the/ people cheergid Patrick Henry who marched upon Williamsburg with the
Hanover independent Comp'anfg: stopped short of the towr only because Governor
Dunmore sent him 300 pounds t6 pay for the powder taken from the public magazine.
June 1, 1775. Fortied with Cord North's,conciiatory proposals, Dunmore made hisNast
d to regain controt of the colony by recalling the General Assembly to Williamsburg on
June 1. 1775. The 8urgesses refg ed 10 re-open the courts as Dunmore asked; they
approved the proceedings of the Continental Congress gnd the colonial Conventions without
a dissenting vote, and then they llowed Jeffersor to reply to North’s proposaﬁn terms of
his Summary View of’the year before.
June 8, 1775. Lord Dunmore wrote the Assembly that he considered Williamsburg no longer
safe for im and his family ahd that he had taken up residence in the Fowey in the York
Ruwver. Whed the General Assembl{ refused to do business with him there agd proceeded to
operate indegendently of the Governor. royal govemnment in Virginia was virtually at an end.
The General /Assembly adjourned itself on June 24 to October 12, 1775, and then to March
7. 1776, and finally to May 16, 1776, but a quorum never appeared. )

° July 17,-1775. The July Convention completed the transfer of power from the royal
government o the revolutionists. It sought to legalize its control by providing for the proper
election of its members. The,Convention became the.successor of the colonia! General /'
Assembiy. When the rumer went about on August 16 that Dunmore was going tb attack !

. Wilhamsburg, the Convention appointed a Committee of Public Safety,of 11 members. This
Committee acted as the executive of the Golony until-after the adoption.of the constitution f
in 1776. The Convention also set up the basic structure for the defensé establishment and
for taxatlon\ . ’
November 7, ¥775. The main threat to the revolutionary regime in 1775 came from Lord

- Dunmore who remained at Norfolk with tis small fleet and a detachment of Britlgt regulars.

. Despitethe chicken stealing” raids of the ships in the late summer and fall, the Committee
«+ of Public Safety made no move against Dunmore until after he had declared martial law on
* November 7 and it had become apparent that disaffection was growing in Norfolk.
Oecember 1, 1775. The December Convention acted as the legislative body for the
govergment of Virginia. ' )
1776. Hampden Sydney. a school for men, was founded under the auspices of the Hanover
Presbytery. .
o January 1, 1776. The provincia) forces skirmished with Dunmore’s at Great Bridge on
! December 9 and took Norfolk on December 14. The guns of Dunmore’s ships set Notfolk
! afire on January 1, 1776, and colonial troops, with connivance of officers, added to the
‘ conflagration by setting fire to the houses not hit by the ships. Lord Dunmore finally sailed
away 1n May, 1776. - .
May 6, 1776. The revolutionary Convention met for the last time in May and June of 1776.
It preceeded to draw up a constitution for Virginia, which it adopted on June 28. 1t
incorporated in the constitution George Mason's famous Bill of Rights and provided that the
legislatyre should dominate the new g‘overnment. . . :
® May 15, 1776. The Convention adopted Richard Hengy Lee's resolution instructing the
delegates to the Continental Congress to urge the Congress "'to declare the United Colonies
free and independent States.” . ot -0 .
June 29, 1776. The Convention chose Patrick Henry to be the first Governor of the
Commonweaith-of Virginia. A skilled agitafor, a great orator,.and a radical- turning-
conservative, Hinry made but an indifferent Governor.” s
July 8.9, 1776. At the battle of Gwynn's Island, Bunmore’s fleet was so severely damaged

that he soon left the coast of Virginia, neverto return. ¢
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/ 1776, During the Revolution, ningteen counties were formed. Monongalia, Ohio, and
Yohogania in 1776,Henry, Kentugky, Montgomery, Washington, Fluvanna, and Powhatan in
1777; Greenbier, Rockhridge, Réckingham, Shenando, and lllinois in 1778, Fayette, Jefferson,
and Lincoln in"1780; Greensville in 1781; and Campbell in 1782.
October ¥, 1776. The first session of the flew legislature was dominated by Fhomas .
Jefferson, who replaced Henry as the lea@er of the more radical elements | Virginia.
Jetferson began a peeded revision of the laws. In the next two decades, the colomial codes
d laws were addpted to the needs of an independent state. In this same session, he also \
cured the abolition of primogeniture and enthil, humanized the crimmal code, and began
Is attack upon -the church establishment. : =
uly 4, 1778, fseorge Rogers Clark captured Kaskaskia. On the strength of this victory, the
Virginia legislature créated Illinois county, thus providing the first American admintstrative
control in the Northwest Territory. r -
February 25, 1779. The dramatic capture of Vincennes by George Rogers Clark on this date
secured the Northwest Territory from British control.
May 9, 1779. For the first three years of the Revolutionary War, Virginia was spared invasion
because the British were concéntrating their efforts in the northern colomies, but on May 8,
1779, Admiral Sir George Collier anchored in Hampton Roads with a British fleet. After
. capturing Portsmouth with little trouble, he sent out raiding parties and then departed.
Naval stores in large quantity and thousands of barrels of pork were destroyed. ;
June 1, 1779. Thomas Jefferson was elected Governor to replace Patrick Henry. Weakengd
by a conservative shift in opinion and unable to cope with invasion which came 1n-1780, ;
Goveror Jefferson left office with a tarnished reputation, June 12, 1781. He was replaced
by Thomas Nelson who served only until November 30, 1781. Bensamin Harrison was the last
of the war Governors. .
Aprll, 1780. The capital was moved from Williamsburg up to Richmond. 1
October, 1780. The British recaptured Portsmouth, this time primarily {of the purpose of .
establishing communication with General Cornwallis in South Carolina General Leslie
remained in Portsmouth with hs 3000 men for one month. , . e
' January 5, 1781. The thrd and most serious British attack upon Virginia was carried out by
General Benedict Arnold who sailed through the Capes-on December 30, 1780. Instead of
stopping at Portsmouth, he continued on up the James to capture Richmond, the new capital,
on January 5, 1781. After Arnold had set up his headquarters at Portsmouth, two attempts
to taunch a sea and land attack agaipst him failed to matenialize. Cornwallis marched into
Virginia in late' spring and in May crossed the James and entered Richmond. Durin the
summer of 1781, the maln achieyement of Lafayette and the continental forces in Virginia
was to avoid destruction. ] I . : ¢
July 25, 1781. Cornwallis, marching_from Richmond, reached Willi sburg on-June -25. He - N T
¢ remained there until July 5, when he moved toward the James Rivér where transports -
awaited to take him to the Surry side. Before he was &ble to make|the crossing, he was
attacked by Lafayette, at Green Spring. After successfully repelling the American forces, he
crossed the river ahd pushed on to Portsmouth. In August he crossed Hampton Roads and .
marched to Yorktown, which he fortified.
’ August 30, 1781. The stage was beiqg set for the destructionof Cornwallis's army when the
French fleet under Admiral de Grassé sailed through the Virginia Capes on August 30, 1781.
General Washington was hurrying with his army from New York and Lafayette was bringing
up his troops preparatory to bottling up Comwallis on the Yorktown peninsula where he had
encamped with his army. N .
September 5, 1781. One avenue of escape for Comwallis’s army was shut off when De Grasse »
. assured French control of the river and bay by repulsing the British fleet commanded by
«  Admiral Graves. . ’ . .
September 28, 1781. The $urrender of Cornwallis bacame orlly a matter of time when IS
! . © *  Washington brought his afmy up to reenforce the besleging forces of Latayette.
October 19,1781, Genergi Cornwallis endered his army at Yorktown. With the aid of >
*  the:French, General Washington had wofl for the colonies their independence. The
independence of Americh became official with the signing of the Treaty of Paris on * .
* September 3, 1783, ) s . ) ’
October 20, 1783. Virginia, agreeing to the terms of Congress, ceded her claims to territory
narth of thé Ohio, and the deed passed March 1, 1784 Virginia was shrunken to the limits,

contaired in.the present States of Virginia, West Virginla, and Kentucky.
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When, in the course of human events, it becomes necessary for one people to dissolve
the political bands which have connected them with another, and to assume, among the
powers of the earth, the separate and equal station to which the laws of nature and nature's

. God entitle them, a decent respect to the opinions of mankind requires that they shouid
declare the causes which impel them to thg separation.

‘We hol%x’;ese truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal; that they are
endowed by their Creator with ¢ertain unalienable rights; that among these are life, tiberty, /
ahd the pursuit of happiness. That to secure these rights, govemnments are instituted among °
men, deriving their just powers from the consent of the governed; that, whenever any form -
of governmant becomes destructivé of these ends, it is the right of the people to alter or fo

. abolish {t, and to mstitite a new government, laying its foundation on such principles, and Yoo

» organizing its powers in such form, as to them shall seem most likely.to effect their safe *

and happiness. Prudence, indeed, will dictate that governments long established should, ] .
not be changed for light and transient causes, and accordingly, all experience hatﬁ shown, N
that ma_nkmg are more disposed to suffer, while evils are sufferable, than to right themselves i
by abofishing the forms to which they are accustomed. But, when a tong train of abuses and {
usurpations, pursuing jnvariably the same object, evinces a design‘to reduce them under
absolute despotism, Rt is their right, it is their.duty, to throw 6ff such government, and to ! ‘
provide new guards for their future security. Such has been the patient sufferance of these
colonles, and such is now tiie neccessity which constrains them to alter their former
systems of government. The history of the present King of Great Britain is a history o *
repeated.injuries and usurpation, all having, in direct object, the establishment of an )
absolute tyranny over-these states. To prove this let facts'be submitted to a candid world~ L =~

He has refused to assent to faws the most whglesome and necessary for the public good. =~ ~ 4 .

He has forbidden his governors to pass lawsfof immediate and pressing importance, - . { \
unless suspended in their operation tilt his assé#n§ should be ot;taineqi; and, when so ~. ’

- . suspended, he has utterly neglected to attend to them. + * PRENREN : =

He has refused to pass otherJaws for the accommogdation of Iarmat:ts of people,

v uniess those people would relinquish the right of repres tation in th ; .turg; gright | .

- inestimable to them, afid formidabje to tyrantg oaly. v, - ; o .
“ He has called together legislative bodies ?gl:;lages unusyal, uncomfortable, - , \_
records, for the sole purpose of fatiguing .

and distant from the depository of their publi
tham into compliance with his measures. [ .- : N bt
- He has dissolved representative.house repeatédly, for opposing, with manly firmness, ’ g
: his invasions-on the rights of the people. . o -
. . He has-refused, for a long fime after sugh dissolutions, to cause-others to be elected,
whereby the fegislative powers, lncapable 0 annihilation, have returried to the people at ™~

. large for their exercise, the Staté remaining, {n the meantime, exposed to all the dangers

. of invasions{rom without and convulsions within. ~ . , ! .
> He has endeavored to prevent the population of these States; for that purpose, . © e
obstructing the laws for naturalization of foreigners; refusing to pags others to encourage’ LA
their migration-hither, and raising the conditions of new appropriations 6t lands. . g :
He has obstructed the adminjstratlor{ of justice, by refusing his assent to laws.for . g -
. establishing judiciary powers. ’ LN ’ :
He has made judges dependent on his will alone, for the tenure obtheir offices, and .
_the amount and payment of theii salaries. ' .
1 Héhas erected a muititude of new offices, and sent hither swarms of officers to
harass our peopld, and eat out their substance. - - .
o He has Rept among us, in times of peace, standing armies without the consent of‘our -,
legislatures. |, , . LT . .
- He has affected to render the military independent of, and superiof to, the’civil ppwer. - MR
&~ <He has combined, with othefs, to stibject us to a jurisdiction foreign to our constitution, - -
and unacknowledged by our lawa, dlving his assent to their acts of pretended legiglation: T
* For quartering large bodies of armed troops among us; . a -
‘For protecting them by a mock trial ftom pynishment, for any murders yhl’ch they
should commit o the Inhabitants of these States: . o .
For cutting off our trade With all parts of theworld: ;* o
. For.impasing taxes on us without our consent: . T Lo
For depriving us, ip many cases, of the benefit of trial by jury: v _ et .
y .. For transporting us beyond seas to be tried for pretendedoffensesy = —= ’ )
. For abolishing the free system of English laws in a neighboring pravirite, establishing ~
therein an arbitrary government, and eniatging its boundaries, so ds to render itatonce _ i
an example and fit instrument for introducinig the same abslute fule into thesa colonfes™ -
) Rk , A _ o . .
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sfundamentally, the powers of our governptents:
For suspendmg our own legisiatures, and deciaring lhemselv\é invested withspower
‘ . to legislate for us in all cases whatsoever. . e

He has abdicated government here, by declanng.us out of his protechon and wagmg
war against us.

He has plundered Our seas ravaged Our coasts, burnt our towns, and destmyed the lives
of our-people.

He 1s, at this time, fransporting large armies of foreign mercenaries to complete the
work of death, desolation, and tyranny, already begun, with citcumstances of cruelly and R
perfidy scarcely paraiieled n the mo!t barbarous 5 ages, and lotally unworthy the head of a ¢
cwvilized nation. {

Hefhas constrained our fellow citizens, taken captive on the high seas. to bear arms
againstfthigir country, to become the executioners of thew frie ds ?.nd brethren, or to 1aﬂ 3
themsejves by their hands. °

He has excited domegtic msu‘lrecnons amongst us, and has endeavoredto brmg on P
the inhabitants of our frontiers, the. merciless Indian -savages, whose known rule of warfare 4
is an undistinguished destruction of all ages, sexes, arid conditions. l

In every stage of these oppressions we have petitioned for rettess ih the most humble
terns, our repedied petitions havel been’ answered only by repeated injury. A pringe whose
character s thus marked by every,act whnch may define & tyrant, is unfit to be the rufes of 2
free people.

Nor have we been wanting in attention tq our British brelhren, We have wamed g'w

|
|
|
|
1
For takmg ilway our charters, abolishing our most valuable laws and altering ‘

. e

from time to time, of attempts made by their legislature to.extend an unwarrantabl
. )ugsdncuon ovel us. We have remmded them of the circumstances of our emigratipn and
settiement here. We have appealed to thew native justice and lhagnammity. and we have
conjured them, by the ties of our common kindred, tp disavow these usurpations, which | |
would mevntably Interrupt 0ur connections.and correspondence. They, too, have been deat -
to the voice of jusfice and consanguinity. We mu$t, therefore, acquiesce tn the neccessity
whnch dertoutices our separation, and hold them, as we hold the rest of glankind, enemies
. in war—in peace, friends. . ~ /n
We, thierefore, the reprasentatives 6f the United States of Amenca; in General Congress
assembled, app ling to the Supreme Judge of the World for the rectitude of our intentions,
- do, In the hame and by authority of {he good people of these colomés solemnly publish
and declare, ¥hat'these United Colonies are, and of ,nght ought to be, Free and Independent
States, that they are absolved from all ailegiance to the British crown, and that all political
connection between them and the State of Great Britain is, and ought to be, totally

- dnssolved and that as free- -and independent-States, they have-full power to levy war,

Tonclude peace, tontract athances astablish commerce and to do all other acts ané things

whnch independent States may of right do. And for the slipport of this declaration, with

“a firm reliance on the protection of Divine PrOv:dence we matually pledge to each other

_ our lives, our fortuned, and our sacred honor l
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